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ADVERTISEMENT. 
THE Author of theje Re Hections preſum- 
\ ing that the Lerd Biſhop of London's 


great Employments wou'd not allow him 


to Anſwer Dr. Miadleton's Examination, and 


" that the Dr's: great Name might prejud.ce 
Truth, eſteemed it his Duty to commil theſe Pa- 
pers ſpeedily to the Preſs. Aud the? Want of 
Time is no Appology for the deficiency of a print- 
ed Performance, yet if any ſmall Miſtake as 
in Reference to Pages or aught of this Kind ap- 
pear, the candid Reader will eaſily excuſe 
it when be konws that. the Reflecter only re- 
ceived Dr. M's Book on Feb. Iſt, and was o- 
bliged to part with it the Day of the Date of theſe 
Reflections at the Eid of the Letter, fo that he 
could not examine his References--- All that be 
wiſhes for from theje modeſt and candid Re- 
flections, on Dr. M's part, is that he may do 
the great Prelate concerned, that Juſtice which 
be has not hitherto found from the Examiner. 


K 
1 


B' Reaſon of the Author's Abſence, the following 
material Errors are committed. p. 18. 1. 10. 
for it his read it. His --- p. 25. l. 5. after And r. adds 
2 l. 10 and 11 tranſpoſe the Points after Glory and allow 
— p. 26.1. 12. abe r. Fable I. 12. f. Am- 
biquity r. Ambiguity — p. 27. 1. 7. J. Seducees r. 


Seducers — p. 28.1. 5. F tor. by — |. 23. f. Jeẽws 


7. Jeſus — p. 31. J. 13. more r. moſt R. 4. 
F. Turn and r. Turn, and a p. 45 l. 15 F. wou d 
r. cou' d- p. vo · l. 20. before Do cr RAIN E inſert THE --- 
p. 51. at End of Paragraph add ? ---- p. 55.1, 6. before 
Meaning ixſert true. | 
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Du MIDDLET ON's Examination - 
of the Right Reverend the 


Loxd BISHOP of LONDONs _. 


USE Aup INTENT os PROPHECY: | 
In a Letter to the Honourable f 
G. LIT TEL TON RA Se. . 


Sir, | 


188 Zeal which a ha hewn 
in Defence of Revelation, the Ci- 


vilities nay Honors which yon have done, 


me, and my Deſire to pteſerve the Spi J 
rit of Candor and Modeſty in this Piece 
by addreſſing it to a Perlon eminent for 


thoſe Qualities, determine me adorn it 
With your Name. | 
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The Lord Biſhop of London has judi- 
eiouſly obſerved: « They who ae der 
the Prophecies under the Old Teſiament 
as ſo many Predictions only, independent 
on each other, can never form a right 
Judgment of the Argument for the Truth 

of Chriſtianity drawn from this Topic, 
nor be able to ſatisfy themſelves when 
they are confronted with the Objections 
of Unbelievers. It is an eaſy Matter for 
Men of Leiſure and tolerable Parts to 


Ind Dificulttes in particular Predicti- 


ons, and in the Applications of them 
made by Writers who lived many Hun- 


' + dred J ears ago” He mentions the 


Means theſe Writers had of reconciling 
the Prediction and Event, as Records, 
Se. now loſt, and proceeds. Put not 
% eaſy to ſhew "that a Chain of Pro- 
pbecies reaching thro jeveral Thouſand 
Years, delivered at different Times, yet. 
manifeſtly /ub/ervient to one and the 


fame End, is the ect of Art and Con- 
_ Frivance. (a)) th] Dr. 


0 Preface to the three firſt Edi ions of the Uſe and 


_ Intent of Prophecy. NB. The Dr, obſerving this omitt- 


"i EY Bo 
Dr. Middleton miſrepreſents the Paſ- 
ſage as follows. According to . the 
Aſſertion of this Eminent Prelate, the 
Argument drawn from Prophecies con- 
fidered ſingly and independently — can 
neither ſatzsfy any body, nor bear to be 
confronted with the Obſections of Unbe- 
lievers. (6) | 


The Biſhop only ſays, They who 
conſider the Prophecies as independent, 
cannot farisfy themſelves when confront- 
ed with Unbelievers; that is, they can- 
not for want of Records, &c* give ſuch. 
Anſwers to Diſficulties railed by Infidels, 
as can farisfy themſelves if reaſonable 
Men, that they are ſufficient to convince 
Unbclicvers, tho' themſelves are ſatisfied: 

that 


ed in the twolaſt Editions, ſaye, Many [ Readers ] 
will be apt to think that the Paſſage which I have cited 
from it, carries in it ſo direct a Condemnation of. the - 
Evangeliſts Application of Prophecies, that it was omitted 
for that very Reaſon, as tending to raiſe Scrupies in. 
People's Minds to the Diſadvantage of his Lordſhip's 
Scheme. N. 1. p. 7. of Exam. But 1 ſhall ſoon ſhew 
that Fis Lordſhip's Scheme effeually confirms. the. 
Application of the Evangeliſts, .. 
(5). p. 21 of Exars.. 
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[5] 
that theſe Difficulties are no ſo/id Objec- 


tions to the Application of ſuch Pro- 


phecies, becauſe they are ſatisfied of the 


divine Authority of the Perſons apply- 
ing them. 


The Dr. therefore ſnoald in juſtice re- 
tract theſe Cenſures of his Lordſhip, vi. 
« He plainly gives up thoſe Teſti monies 


{of the Evangeliſts applying Prophecies] 
as incapable of being juſtified.” (c) Again, 
This Difficulty [of reconciling the Pre 


dition and Event] induced him to quit 


that Field to the Advcrſary,” (d) For 


ſo far is his Lordſhip from quitting it, 
that he ſhews a Way of defending it, 


which is the only one effectual when A | 
phecies alone are conſidered, and the 


Reality of the Miracles wrought by the 


| Evangeliſts is not ſuppoſed or proved. 


For bis Lordfhip firſt obſerves that the 


Difficulties of — predictions and 


Events 


rs (4) p. 151, 152. In like Manner the Dr. 
gecuſes the Biſhep of deſerting the Foundation laid bythe 


3 p. 24. 


[9] 
Events as laid together by the Fvange- 


liſts, can afford no /olid Objection againſt 5 
their Applications, becauſe ſuch Difficul- 


ties may ariſe only from the Loſs of Re. 


cords, Sc. Then in order to give us a 
clear View of the Force of the Argument 
for the Truth of our holy Faith as de- 
_ duced from Prophecy in the Old Teſta- 
went, he obſerves that (the Truth of the 
Miracles of Moſes and the P: ophers being | 
inferred from the Eſtabliſhment of the 

Jewiſh Law and the Reverence paid by 
that People to the Prophets.) there plain- 
ly appears a Chain of Prophecies all tend- 
ing to and ending in one Meſſiah ; ſome 
of which are plainly verified in our Lord, 


and i in no Perſon who ever lived but (Ly 15 


And at the ſame Time the Prophecies of 
the Old Teſtament declare that the Meſ- 


ſiah muſt come before that Period of Time 
when our Lord had been born one (e) 
bundred Years. Conſequently che other 

Prophecies 


(e) The J-with Temple, ah the Continuance 
of which Meſſiah was to come, nn D. 70. 


[10] 

| Prophecies which are obſcure, muſt be 
fulfilled in him; that is, He mult be the 
Meſſiah, Bar if fo, his immediate and 


© Choſen Followers, to whom he gave the 
Spirit of Truth, cou'd not deceive Man- 
kind by miſapplying Prophecies. This 


is the Argument, and indeed a convincing 
one. 


The Examiner beats the Air thro' 
many (J) Pages, when he ſolemnly ap- 
plies himſelf to prove that Chriſt and his 
Evangeliſts applied Prophecies indepen- 
dently as ſo many diſtinct Proofs of Chrilt's 
divine Miſſion. The Truth of the Caſe 
is plainly this. The Miracles of Chriſt 
and his Evangeliſts, together with the 
Goodneſs of his Life and Purity of his 
Doctrine were ſufficient to convince any 
realonable Perſon Who knew nothing a- 
bout the Prophecies of the Old Teſta. 
ment, that he was what he called him- 
ſelf, the Saviour of Mankind : And thus 
were the Heathen World cb:efly convert- 


ed 
F From 8 to 21. 
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ed. But to the Jews he was to prove 


himſelt the Meſſiab. However great there⸗ 
fore his Miracles were, however benevo- 


lent the Actions of his Life appeared 


however pure his Doctrine; yet if he 
cou'd not convince an impartial Jew 


that he auſwered the Deſcription of the 
Meſſiah given by the Prophets, he cou'd + 


not reaſonably expect to be received by 


him. But as it was impoſhble on every 


Opportunity of public or private Con- 
verſe with the ſews, for our Lord or his 


chiefly to apply particular Predictions; 
as when in reading the Law they fell upon 
particular Predictions, but more eſpecially 
when the Performance of a Miracle gaye 
an affecting Proof ot the Correſpondency 


of the Event and Prophecy And when 


Prophecies were thus happily applied, 


and no particular Prediction reaſanably 


alcribed to to the Meſſiah, appeared in- 
conſiſtent with Chriſt's Perlon, c. the 


Jews 


Evangeliſts to apply all the Chain of Pro- 
phecies in the Old Teſtament to him; they 
cook occalion from particular Incidents 
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"on had a ſufficient Proof, But if any 
ou plain Prophecy of the Meſſiah, as 
for Inſtance, that he ſhou'd cure the 
Blind, had been inconſiſtent with Chriſt's 
Character, that is, if he cou'd not have 
cured the Blind, all his other Miracles, 
even his railing the Dead, the Goodneſs 


of his Life, the Purity of his Doctrine, the | 


apparent Corre[pondency between his 
Circumſtances and the other Prophecies, 
con'd not amount to a (afficient Proof of 
his Meſſiabſhip. The Dr's Suppoſition 
then Sir, that our Lord and his Evange- 
liſts applied Prophccies as /-ngly deciſeve, 
is a Miſtake. - Our Lord himſelf exhorts 
the Jews to do what the Biſhop recom: 
mends to Chriſtians, viz. to ſearch nor 


Parts of Scripture but the Hole (a) for 


Prophecies concerning him And him- 
ſelf explaned to the Diſciꝑles of Emmaus 


the ( whole Chain of chein from Adam: 
ro himſelf. 


The 


(% John v. 39. (% Luke xciv. 27. 4Sce alſo 


44, 45. 
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LF 837 
The Examiner affirms, that the Evan- 
geliſts Nel ions of Prophecy conſider ed as 4 
Proof of the Goſpel was not drawn from 
any Scheme of it deduced from Adam 
and the untediluvian World; nor do they 
refer us for the Evidences of our Faith to 
I know nct what Prophecies of. Enoch or 
Noah, but to Moles and the Prophets.” () 
Bur ſurely, Sir, ſince the Evangeliſts re- 
fer us to Moſes, and he gives an Account 
of the Sentence pronounced on the Ser- 

pent, if this can be proved to haye all” 

the Characters of a Prophecy, as will. 
be ſhewn, the Evangeliſts refer us to a 


Scheme of Prophecy which takes in Noab: 
and Enoch and Adam himſelf, 


The Advantage to Chriſtianity ariſing” 
from his Lordſhip's Scheme, has been 
already ſhewn to be great, tho the Dr. 
cannot diſcern the leaſt. (s) That the 

Scheme is not precarious, (1) will appear 
from the Sequel. That it is calculated 
rather to create Scruples than cure them, 

is a mere Aſſertion. As to the obvious- 
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U) p. 18, | 60 P. 23, (!) p. 8 
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and natural Solution of the Difficulties „. 


[ inſiſted on by Coins, which the Dr. p 
| | propoſes © to explane hereafter in a par- 1 
[ ticular Treatiſe,” (m) when it appears, v 
i it will have proper Notice taken of it. h 
0 In the mean Time, Sir, be ſo good as in- Z 
„ form me what it is m0 ebvious for us to N 
* expect from a Writer who praiſes the 1 
| Dilligence and Accuracy of the learned 5 


lf Mr Whifton, when he ſays, the © Apoſtles 
fl might poſſibly be ſuppoſed to be miſtaken - 
| ſometimes in ſuch (n) Applications” [of 
ff Prophecies] and declares that Collins 
| has alledged unan/werable Obj edtions to 
| ſome of them!” (o) . 


The Dr. allows that Collin's Inter- 
pretation of the Text about which he 


1 and the Biſhop diſpute, may be, that the p 
i Apoſtle does prefer Prophecy as a ſurer w 
i Argument even to himlelf than the Voice CG 


which he heard in the Mount. (00) No p. 
his Lordſhip taking Collins's Words in [W(- 


_ 
- 
— 


| 

} this allowed Senſe lays, His Expoſition ol 
I is rejected, as far as I ee by all _— : 

1 3 ers 

1 | 


I (wp. 24425. (9) p. 95, (0) p. 151. (0) p. 54. 


[5] 


ters,” p Hereupon the Dr. exclaims, and 


produces the following Critics. Mr. 
//'hi//on's Authority ſhall be examined 
when the Dr. thinks proper to produce 
his Words. Dr. //hitby only days, that 


Peter's Teſtimony of the Voice in the 


Mount, was not ſo certain and convinc- 
ing to the Jews as the Record of their 
own Prophers.'q) St. Auſtin ſays, that Pro- 


phecy was more ſure, not more true r,: 


conſequently contradicts Collins who calls 
it a ſtronger, that is a fruer Argument. 


Caſtalio calls Prophecy more Effectual 


ty erſuade and draw Men toChrift,” f) 
that is, a better Argument ad homnem ; 
an Argument which fell in with the 
Prejudices of the Jews. Grotius ſup- 
poſes that prophecy had great Credit 
with Peter as a Jeu, but greater as a 
Cbriſtian, nor does he draw any Com- 


parilon between Prophecy and Miracles. 


(t) Dr. Cradock, if, He be the Author 


of the Pamphlet Alleged on this Occaſi- 
| on, 


(p) P. 3. (4) Exam. p. 31.  (r) ibid. , ibid. 
0) P. 32. : 


| 
f 
| 
q 
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1 6.0 
0h does not mention Miracles; much 
ck des he formally ſuppoſe that Prophe- 
cy. gave greater Evidence of it's Truth to 
Peter, than he had of the Viſion on the 
Mount: He lays, If there remain an 
Daubt, (concerning ſome particular Point: 
we may reaſonably ſuppole,) Prophecy is 
*#be'beſf Means to nale en ſure (u And 
if any Interpreter reje&s Collins Expoſiti- 
on only as 4% probable, ſurely the Biſhop. 
ber e e luppoſe him to reed? it. 
| - His, Lordſhip calls Collinss Expoſition 
e De tor adi lor to the Senſe of Man,, 
"4 . The Dr here complains that his Ford. | 
| % ſhip Has not given © the leaf Proof or 
Tæam l ef it [the ſenſe of Mankind in 
ö his Favor} 7 in any Cruntr) whatſoever.” * 
| But wou'd it not, Sir, have ſeemed an 
| ile Parade of proof and Example, that 
Men of Common Senſe deſire no fronger 
it proof than the Teſtimony of the Senſes 
| cohrmed by Reaſon? This proof Peter 
had of the Vilion on the Mount. 
a The 


1 | ; 
k. 33. P. 3. 0 . 334, © 
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The Biſhop in Order to ſhew Collins 


ch Expoſition ificonfilrent with itſelf, ob- 

1C- ſerves that the Evidence of Prophecy can 
to be no greater than that of Miracles on 

he which it is ultimately founded: and to 

4 ſhew Miracles neceſſary to give Credi t to 
Fo 


Prophecies unfullfilled, produces Exam- 
ples ot Gop's affording them»to Gideon 
and Moſes. a) But the Dr. aſſures us, all 
this is nothing to the purpoſe. (66) All 
who maintain the ſupetiot Evidence of 
Prophecy, (ſays He,) nean it onely 

* Prophecy actually fullfilled, an 0 8 

- With it the Demonſtration of its Tru 

| rnethe Correſpondency of the Event with 

ithe Prediction? (c) and ' accuſes the 

Biſhop of changing the Queſtion. 


Mr. Collins's Words are: © Hill Peter 81 
Arg ument ſeems as follows ; laying this 
Foundation that Prophecy procedes from 
_ the Holy Gboſt, it is a ſtronger argument 
than a Miracle . « (d) He does nor lay 

B Pro- 
40 f. 4.4, 6 Op z3. (% p. ze, 39. 
id) Ground: and Reaſons, XC. p. 27. 
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Prophecy fullflled, as the Dr. repreſents 
him to do: and therefore may Equally 


well be underſtood to mean Prophecy 


unfullfilled, but ſupported by Miracle. 


And will the Dr. deny that we have the 


ſame Evidence of the Truth of a Prophecy 
unfullfilled, yet delivered by a Perſon of 
unexceptionable Character, and confirm- 


ed by Miracle, as we have of a Prophecy 
fullfilled 2 No-- He (e) allows it his Lord- 
ſhip here, like our great Philoſpher Sir 
J. Newton (who giant - lixe run from one 
End of the World to the other] takes 


uch large Steps, that it is difficult for 


Readers of leſs Ability than you Sir, to 
follow him. However the argument when 
the parallel is ſupplied, ſeems plainly this. 


As the moſt ex/re/5reſemblance between a 


Declaration of an Event as future, by 


Voice plainly more than human, and thi 


genuine Prophecy of the Almighty, i. 
not ſufficient without the Atteſtation of 
Miracle to prove demon/tratively (uct 


De- 
le) r. 41. 


— 


129 ]. 
Declaration to be deſigned by the Al- 
mighty as a Prophecy of ſuch Event- 
Sothe maſt expre/s Reſemblance betwena 
Declaration of an Event as future by a 
Voice plainly more than human, and an 
Event: is not ſufficient without the Atteſ- 
tation of a Miracle to prove demon ra- 
ti vely (ach Declaration to be deſigned by 
the Almighty as a Prophecy of ſuch 
Event, And the reaſon is plain, viz. that 
there is no natural, neceſſary Connexion 
between the Things. And in fact we find 
Prophecies in the Old Teſtament atteſted 
to the ſews by the Miracles of Moſes and 


the great Prophets, and the Application 
of them in the New Teſtament by the 


Miracles of Chriſt and the Evangeliſts. 
Muſt we not hope then that che Exa- 
miner will retra& the following Cenfure? 
« The ſame Sort of Fallacy ſeems to Tun 
thro all his Diſcourſes, in which he treats 
Prophecy in a looſe and indeterminate 
Senſe, and ſpeaks of it indifferently a 
carrying the lame Evidence with it whether 
2 it. 


[20] 
it be fulfilled, or not fullfilled.”( ) When 
his Lordſhip ſpeaks of Prophecy unfull- 

Filled as carrying any Evidence or Au- 
thority, He ſuppoſes it confirmed by 
Miracle, as appears plainly from his Ac- 
count oſ the Caſes of Gideon and Meſes. 


And now Sir, we get the Dr's Con- 
cluſion, A Prophecy literally fullfilled, 
7s of itſelt without external Aid, as clear 
4 Prof of its Divinity as any Miracle 
can be.” (g) The Queſtion was, Whe- 
ther Prophecy be a clearer Proof than 
a Miracle: and the Dr determines, that 
it is as clear, Surely Sir, it is not the 


Biſhop who changes the Queſtion now. 


When the Dr publiſhes his Examina- 
tion of the Biſhop's other Diſcourſes, (h) 
it will be for his Credit to ſhew, thar 

there is no Contradiction in ſaying, © The 
Completion of it [Prophecy] being the 
ſole Teft, by which itsVeracity can be de- 
termined: (i) and yet adding: Ry 

n the 
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4 ) p. 39, 40. (80 p. 41. (bh) Sce p. 153. 
p40 : 


[8+ Þ -- 
the Event is till in Futurity, the Au- 
thority of the Prophet may reaſonably be 
called in queſtion, unlels be can ſhew 
ome preſent Sign.” (E) The Dr labors, 
Sir, thro' ſome (1) Pages to ſhew that 
not Miracles but the Completion of ſome 
Prophecy very /oon after the Prediction, 
was the ordinary Credential of the divine 


| Commiſſion of Jewiſh Prophets. Now 


tho' there are many Things in theſe 
Pages exceptionable, yet as neither the 
Errors in the Premiſſes, nor the Conclu- 
ſion itſelf affect the preſent Queſtion, I 
ſhall not trouble you with them. 


His Lordſhip very properly aſks: © Ts 
it poſſible that St. Peter, or any Man in his 


Wit cou d make ſuch a Compariſon” (m) 
[as to prefer the Evidence of the dark Pro- 


phecies oſ the Old Teſtament, to the im- 
mediate Voice of God on the Mount ?] 
The Dr. replies: “I is not only poſſi- 
ble, but even weak to imagine that he 
cou'd make any other:” (2) and then 


_ B3 2 
(k) p. 41. (1) From 41 to 47. (m) p. 6. 00 p. 47. 


| 
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pompouſly engages for many o Pages to 
ſhew, that the Jewiſh Doctors in our Sa- 
vior's and che Apoſtles Time pretended 
to have a Voice from Heaven to direct 
them: that they only pretended. to have 
it, and eſtcemed it only an inferior kind 
of Prophecy. Hence the Examiner wou'd 
deduce two Concluſions, x. that © Peter 
himſelf without doubt had been tanght 
o confider [this pretended Voice] as of an 
Authority. much inferior #9 the original 
Word of: Prophecy.“ p) 2. That he 
©004:4 neceſſarily. prefer the Ividence- of 
Prophecy.” (q)  Fanſwer, *tis:undoubted i 
that Peter, a poor illiterate Fiſherman, 
wou'd know nothing of the nice Diſtinc- 
tions of the Rabhis from their Books: and 
they wou'd carefu'ly preſerve them from 
rhe People, whole Ideas of the Dignity 
of their Rulers and Teachers won'd great- 
ly. ſink, if they were told that this Voice 
upon which the Rabbis plumed them- 
ſelves, was the laue Species of Prophe- 
cy. The ſame Principles which made 

. 5 thele 

(o) From 47 to 53. 0) p. 50. (4 P. 49. 


„ 
heſe Doctors pretend to this heayenly 
ommunication, wou'd ſtrongly lead 
hem to heighten the People's Notion of 
t. Any attentive Reader muſt have ob- 
erved, that notwithſtanding our Lord's 
iracles on Earth, which were ſufficient 
o convince any unprejudiced Perlon of 
is divine Miſſion, the (r, Fews ſtill de- 
manded (s) a Sign from Heaven, So 
'xtravagantly did they reverence the prez 
ended Voice in queſtion, ſo perſuaded 
cre they, that it would give Teſtimony 
o their great Maſſa b. And in Compli- 
nce, no doubt, with theſe Prejudices, 
he Almighty was pleaſed to give at ſe- 
eral 't) Times Teſtimony to our Lord 
in 


thundereth, John xii 28. thought it an Accidental Clap, 
as the Dr. ſutmiſes N. 1, p. 48. They thought it che 


[ 24 ] 

in this Manner, as the moſt afeFing to 
Jews. However, I am perſuaded that 
you, Sir, will agree with me, that tho 
St. Peter had recciv'd thoſe Prejudices 
from Edueation, yet. as he wrote this E. 
piſtle when he was led into all neceſſary 
Truth by the Holy Spirit, and muſt per- 

fectly ſee thro' the Pretences of the 
Rabbis, and their ridiculous Diſtinctions, 
the Prejudices wou'd be nothing to the 
 Parpole. | 


The Dr. tells us: © The Ocrafon 0 
his [Peter's] Words oblige us to interpret 
them as ſpoken not with any particular 
Reference to himſelf, but to the general} 
Body of the Fewiſh Converts.” (u) He 
informs us that Peter was writing to 
gaard theſe Converts againſt their fal/: 
Teachers: and that Prophecy is à pro- 


perer e to N the J 9 * 0 


Thunder which was ſuppoſ*:l to vreceed the diftin# 
| heavenly Voice, hence called Bath Kol, or, Daughter ef 
THE Voice, not A Voice: as the Dr. has it. p. 48. 
Thunder was called the Voice of the Lord, as in Pl. xxi3 
or TH E Voire emphuically. 


( p. 54. 
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unbelieving Scoffers, then the Report of @ 
Miracle: (u) and alledges St. Auſtin's 
Reaſon, vis, Capillers uill a/cribe a Mi. 
racle, but not a Prophecy. actually full- 
filled, to Magic. And that a Voice from 
Heaven wou d be 0 liable to this Ca- 
vil; That St. Peter in this Epiſtle guards 
the Converts againſt fal/e 3 and 
that they were Scoffers at the Belief of 
Chriſt's coming again in Glory. I rea- 
dily allow, Had they not been profeſt 
Chriſtians, they wou'd not have been 
Teachers. And had they been Scoffers 
at the whole Goſpel, Prophecy wou'd 
have been fo far from deſerving the Chas. 
rater of the moſt. ſure or proper kind of 
Argument, that it wou d have been the 
moſt improper. They who /coffed at the 
whole Goſpel, muſt ſcoff at St. Peter's. 
Relation of a Miracle, it it is true, But 
then Perſons who cou d ſuppoſe Pe- 
ter, a Man ſo juſtly famous for his 
Miracles, to lie when he aſſerted one on 
his own Anowledge: or that God wou'd. 


* Þcrmir: 
(») P. 54: . 
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permit Devils to form a Sound like that 
of God from Heaven, to deceive Men in 
Ibis Caſe : or that Devils would willingiy 
promote ſuch a Religion as Chriſt's, muſt 
be Creatures of too hardened Hearts, and 
ſceptical Heads to gain Conviction from 
any Prophecy, how litterally ſoever full- 
filled. What Objections wou d they not 
raiſe to ſhew that what was called a Pro. 
phecy, was never intended as ſuch! 
Wou'd they not ſay, Sir, that it was a 
mere allegoric Table? Or if they were 
forc't to confeſs, that a Prophecy was in- 


tended, wou'd they not maintain that it 
was a Night Conjecture of mere Man? 


Wou'd they not find out ſome ſmall A p- 
pearance of a Want of Corr pendency 
between the Prediction and Event > 

Wou'd they not fancy that they traced 
out ſome Ambiguity in the Expreſſion ? 
Or if they were forc'c to confeſs it /izte- 
rally fulfilled, might they not with as 
much Plauſubility aſcribe it to the Fore- 
knowledge or Interpoſition of a Devil, 


f that 


nat 
in 
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that is, to Magic, as they cou'd aſcribe 
the Miracle on the Mount? Surely. 

* Beſides, tis clear that St Peter does not 
propoſe to the Jewiſh Converts to con- 
vince thele falſe Teachers, but to ſecure 
themſelves: not againſt Doubts of the 


.whole Goſpel; for had the Seducees at- 


tac ked Chriſtianity in general, they wou'd 
have been at once rejected: but againſt 
the Doubts of me particular Doctrine, 
which theſe Teachers repreſented as #0 
part of the Goſpel. 


St. Peter had been celebrated as the Apo- | 
Wile of the Circumciſion. He had wrought 


| ; W ſuch great Miracles at Jeruſalem on the 


Feaſt of Pentecoſt, and at other Times 
and Places in. the Pace of the Jewiſh Na- 
tion, that /ew of the Converts to whom 
He wrote, can be ſuppoſed not to have 
ſeen ſome of them: and thoſe. who had 
not, muſt have {cen the Miracles of ſome 
Apoſtle or Evangeliſt, who aſcribed great 
Honor to Peter. So that if theſe People 5 
wou 6 not truſt him affirming a Miracle 
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I haveſhewn, Sir, that this Argument was- 


DINER 
on his own nowledge, they would regard 
nothing · chat he recommended. Among: 
Bhe ſe Evangeliſts] c he Argument drgawn 


from -Rrophecy, (lays the Dr., appears 10 


have been applied to them as the moſt Ef- 
fectual and Convincing to the Jews.” (x) 


neceſſary: for Jews after: Miracles, but: 
would: be ineffecually applied tbout 


them: ſo that it can never reaſonably be 


exalted: as Superior to chat deduced from 
Miracles. Indeed Prophecy and Mira. 


cles, as they are diftinguifo?d from. Pro- 
7 phecy, were ine perably connected in the 


Fewrſh Religion. As they are Alſtin- 
guiſhed, Sir, Iſay, For properh Ipeaking 


55 wy may « "call Prophecy 4 Species of Mira- 
cles. Why then are We alfured, chat St. 


Matthew will tell ui on, th patt' of the 
Exan eliſts ' that it was the more ſure 
W 275 Propbecy, by the Evidence 7 
which be had . in his Goſpel, how the 


- . Miſſion of Jews, Cc were reciſely and 
Keel erer by - the PFo- 


| io nn 
60 P. 17 


. 
thets: (y) Why is St. Paul introduced 
applying Prophecies to Chriſt? (z) But 
above all, why is St. Peter brought in a) 
The only to Chapters to which the Dr, 
refers us as Proofs of St. Peter's inſiſting 
chiefly on Prophecy, afford remarkable 
Inſtances of the Efficacy, the Neceſſity 
of Miracles to give Force to Applications 
of Prophecy. In the one (5) we are told 
that the People in general paid the 
greateſt Regard to the Apoſtles ſpeaking 
miraculouſly at Pentecoſt. Whereupon(e) 
St. Peter took the fayourable Opportu- 
nity of confirming their Belief by apply 
ing Prophecies. Vet in the (dj midſt of his 


Harangue, He urges our Lord's Miracles, 


as neceſſary to ſupport his Applications. 
In the other (e) Chapter we find that all 
the People paid the greateſt Reverence 
to his miraculous Cure of the Cripple. 
And immediately follows (F) an Account 
of the Apoſtle's urging the Force of tie 
Mira- 


00) p. 64. () p. 64+ (a) ibid. (8) Acts, il. 6, 7 
3, &c. (c) v. 14. (d) v. 22. (e) Acts, iii. 11. (f) v. 12 
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Miracle to prove Chriſts Miſſion, and 
chat He af laßt g) applied Prophecies. 


« It is no Offence ſurely either to Rea- 


/on or Religion, (ſays the Dr.) to imagine 


that this wonderful Aparition and heavenly 
Voice might be accompanied with ſuch Cir- 
cumſtances as would naturally leave ſome 
Doubt and Perplexity on the Mind con- 


cerning the preciſe Manner and Nature 


of the whole Tranſaction. (b) Tha tis, 
We may ſafely ſuppoſe the Apoſtle to 
doubt whether this Viſion was the Effect 
of a natural Commotion in the Air, of 
the Art of Men, of Fancy, of a Devil, 
or of God. Now all that is alleged to 


| Support che reaſonableneſs of this Scepri- 
ei ſm; is that St. Peter was ſo (i) attentive 


to the Things which he heard and ſaw, 


that he minded nothing elſe, and knew 
not what he ſaid: and fo aſſured ot the 


Reality of the Viſion, &c. that he was 
ſeized with a religious (#) Fear, and threw 


himſelf 


5.00 Acts, i iii. v.21. 60 p. 54, 55. (i) Mark, ix. 
6. ) ibid. and Mat. xvii. 6. 


7: 
himfelf on his Face in a Poſture of the 
moſt devout Worſhip. You, Sir, who are 
impartial, will allow that it is difficult if 
not impoſſible to conceive any Circum- 
ſtances which cou'd more fully prove St. 
Peter's Aſſurance and the Truth of the 
Viſion, than theſe which the Dr. has 
choſe to an oppofire Purpoſe. But even 
had St. Peter expreſt ſome Doubt of the 
Reality of the Viſion on the Mount, when 
he was there; ſince when guided by the 
Holy Ghoſt, and having thoroughly conſi- 
dered the Thing in it's own Nature more 
credible, he expreſly' declares in his in- 
ſpired Writings, that the Viſion was 
true, and oppoſes it to (1) cunning!y ur- 


viſed Fables; muſt we have concluded | 
him till in Doubt ? | 


However the Dr. apprehends, that Se. | 
Peter might think Prophecy © a firmer | 
Argument, and to carry a more permanent | 
Conviction, (m) becaule of it's © always 
lying open to the cool and deliberate Exa- 
C2 mination 


(1) U. pet. i. 16. (n) p. 56. 


321 
mination of Reaſon.” n) Do not Mira- 
cles then, and particularly that on the 
Mount, lie thus open? In the next Place 
the Dr. obſerves, that St. Peter denied his 
Maſter after this Viſion. (0) And will 
he fay that the Denial was occaſioned by 
any Doubts of the Reality of the Viſion, 
and not by his being left to the Infirmity 
of human Nature, which made him at- 
tend more to the preſent Danger, than 
the Evidence of Chriſt's Divinity, his own 
Duty, &c. | 


We are aſſured that the whole Q- N 


tion [is] determined againſt bim [the Bi- 
ak by Chriſt himſelf---clearly intimat- 
ing (p that theWord of Prophecy, as deli- 
vered in the Old Teſtament carried with 
it a firmer Proof of the Truth of bis 
Goſpel to the Jews, than even the greateſt 
of all his Miracles.” (q) Every Man who 
can read the Chapter, may ea/ily ſee that 
the plain Scope of this latter part of the 
Parable is to ſhew, not that one kind of 
| | | Evi- 
(») p. . (e) p. 56. (9) Luke xvi. 31. 
(9) P. 57, 58. | 
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Evidence is better than another; bu#that 
they who will not believe the Evidence of 
a Religion which is /uffictent to Convince 
them, if they attended as they ought, will 
not be indulged in their impertinent Re- 
queſts of additional Evidence, which the 
ſame Temper of Mind wou'd make them 
diſregard, His Lordſhip juſtly obſerves, 
that St. Peter repreſents Prophecy only 
as © a Light ſhining in a dark Place; — 
the glimmering Light of a Candle ſeen 
at a diſtance in a dark Night :” and elo- 
© quently Remarques how inconſiſtent this 


3K Character is with that of a marvellous 


IF Light or Evidence of the Goſpel which 
was to Hlumine the Gentile World. (7) 
In order to Evade this unan/werable Ob- 
jection to Collin's Expoſition, the Dr. 
tells us that the marvellous Light is 


the Goſpel which Converts Perſons, but 
« neceſſarily ſignifies the Perfection of that 
State [the Golpel's | inlightened with all 
that Knowledge, and enriched with all the 


Graces, 
(r) p. 7. 


not to be underſtood of the Evidence of 


{ 34 ] 

Graces, which are the genuine Fruits of a 
fer fect Faith in Chri/t.” (/) From which 
State the Perſons addreſt by St. Peter 
were, as he tells us, far removed: and 
that therefore he gives them the Candle 
of Prophecy © to lead them thro' the Ob- 
ſcurity of their Doubts into clear Day- 
light.” (t) And muſt we, Sir, believe 
the Dr. Serious when he aſſures us that 
the Evidence of the Goſpel, rhe Splendor 
of the Sun of Rightegu/neſs, which more 
powerful than the natural Sun, flew 
from one End ot the World to the other 


marvellous Light? Does he ſeriouſly 


Prophecy was to conduct the Converts 
thro* many darꝶł and dangerous Paſſages 
and tedious Progreſſes before the marvel- 
lous Light offered itſelt? How muſt we 
account for the Evangeliſt's Miſtake, who 
repreſents Zacharias as filled (u) wich the 
Lot Holy Ghoſt, when he ſang, . © The Day- 
ring from on High HATH, viſited us: 


(/) p. by. . 62. ( Luke i. 67. 


maintain, that the glimmering Candle of 


to. 


35 . 
o give Light [che Light of che Day] fo 
hem that 81 T in Darkneſs, and in the 
hadow of Death, and to guide our Feet 
INTO the Way of Peace.” In ſhort 
Wvhocyver caſts a tranſient Eye on the 
Goſpel will perceive, that the marvellous 
ight of the Underſtanding, the Evidence 
df Miracles, which was offered to all by 
he Evangeliſts, is properly repreſented 
dy that Light from Heaven above the 
Brightneſs of the Sun, which ſhone on 
Rab wk 0% 3 


The Dr. however aſles, It not a Light 
lich ſhines in a dark Place the greateſt 
omfort and beſt Guidance which a Man 
an poſſibly have in 4 State of Dark- 
peſs?” (ww) I anſwer Yes: but I have 
1ewn,. that /uch was not the State of 
erſons called by the Evangeliſts to be- 
ome Chriſtians, _ oe 
His Lordſhip admirably obſerves, that 
Sc, Peter © manifeſily ſpeaks of it ¶ Pro- 
phecy] as a Light to be attended to only 
until 
(w) p. 62. : 


[ 36 ] 
until a better comes. Had be been confider- 
ing it as the beſt Support of the Cbriſtian 
Faith,---in that Senſe it-ought ever tobe 
attended to. (x) The Dr. tells us, all 
this is nothing to the Purpoſe. ()) Yet 
I rake it, Sir, to ground this plain Argu- 
ment. Prophecy when fulklled away. 
deſerves the ſame Regard---St. Peter ex- 
preſly ſays, that the Time will come when 
the Prophecy meant in the Text, wil 
not deſerve the ſame Regard:---thereforc 
Prophecy fulfilled, cannot be meant. But 
Prophecy unfulfilled muſt be obſcure--- 
therefore not ſo good a Proof of any 
thing as Miracles (which are plain,) when 
they can be applied properiy: therefore 
the Point meant in the Text muſt be 
ſuch as Miracles cannot properly be ap 
plied to prove, and unfullflled Prophec) 
may. This the Biſhop juſtly obſerves to 
be the Cale of our Lord's comm? again in 
P 3 
Again. The Point which Sr. Pete 
takes this Pains to ſettle, muſt be _ 
wher 


() p. 9. O P. 65. 8 
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his Text. This will be found true of 


onverts to imagine, that their private 


1 FVudgment cou'd Interpret how Prophe- 
henry would be fulfilled. This was to 
fore prevent their eſteeming it more than 
be Light in a dark Place. On the other 
ap land he ſecures chem from thinking 


(X) v. 20. (a) v. 21. 


phere in this Epiſtle mentioned, and men- 
ioned fo as to have a Connexion with 


he com ming of our Lord again in Glory. 
ow as there is noother Point to which 
theſe Characteriſtics anſwer, it follows 
hat this muſt be the Point. I ſhall fetch 
dur the Connection as briefly as may be: 
ind it will appear /ffrong, uninterupted and 
atural. Immediately (2) after the Text 
nder queſtion, the Apoſtle forbids the 


oo meanly of unfullfilled Prophecy, by 
dbſerving that it was a Light from the 
a) Holy Ghoſt, tho now ſhining in a dark 
Place. Here the Apoſtle is naturally led 
dy mention of the Holy Ghoſt and the 
0d Prophets to obſerye that as there were 


falſe 


| 
= 
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6] 
(b) falſe Prophets who oppoſed the true: 
ſo it was reaſonable to expect that falſe 
Teachers wou'd oppoſe themſelves to the 
true ones, who therefore exhort the Faith 
ful to attend to this Light of the Holy 
Ghoſt. And now nothing cou'd be more 
natural or neceſſary than to ſecure the 
Converts againſt theſe Falfe Teachers by 
painting them to the End of the Chap- 
ter. This neceſſary Deſcription having 
_ caſt the Apoſtle's Exhortation to attend 
to the Word of Prophecy a little out of 
Sight, he immediately (c) reſumes it: For 
having briefly exhorted them to attend 
to the old and new Prophets, he calls the 
Seducers Sceffers, and thus oblerves what 
rendered them moſt dangerous to his 
Chriſtians, (4) then expreſſly declares 
what was the great Error which they 
ſhou'd teach, and he had been all along 
arding againſt, viz. (e) Thar there was 
no Evidence of Chriſt's coming again in 
Glory. In the Remainder of che Epiſtle 
he applies himſelf to encourage them to 
1 | wait 
(5) ii. 1. (e) lit. 1, 2. (4) v. 3. (e) v. 4 
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wait patiently the Completion of this 
moſt ſure Word of Prophecy, till the great 
and glorious Day daun, the Day of Fudg- 
ment; and the Day-Star or Morning: Star 
of Fey expand itſelf in their Boſoms. 
Miracles cou'd do little or nothing towards 
the Proof of that Day. The moſt that 
can reaſonably be inferred ſrom that glo- 
rious Viſion on the Mount, is a ſigbt 
Conject ure, which deſerves no Attention 
when compared with the Evidence of 
Prophecies, t unfullfilled, on this Sub- 
ject: viz. That as Chriſt condeſcended to 
be gloriouſly transſigured on Earth, and 
took ſome of his Followers as Witneſſes of 
his Splendor, ſo he might perbaps con. 
deſcend ro reviſit Earth and his faithful 
Servants in his Glory. And now, Sir, 
the whole Scheme of his Lordſhip's Ex- 
poſition, being vindicated, very ſhort Re- 
fections ſhall be employed on the Re- 
mainder of the Dr's. Examination of this 
Part. 


The 
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The Examiner ſuppoſes the meaning of 
the latter Part of this controverted Text, 
to be, they [Converts] had acquired 
a full Conviftion and ſtedfaſt ! aith in 
Truth of the oſpelꝰ f) But this Inter- 
pretation plainly contradicts the Apoſtle 
who thro' the (g) whole Epiſtle treats the 
Perſons addreſt, as having already a /ed- 
ut Faith. And indeed thro' ſome few, 
as the falſe Teachers inveighed againſt, 
might from ſome particular Circumſtances 
hope to make Gain of Godlineſs; You, 
Sir, would juſtly Accuſe me of groſs Ig- 
norance of the Hiſtory of the Times when 
St. Peter wrote, if I cou'd ſuppoſe any 
conſiderable Numbers of profeſt Chriſti- 
ans in one Angle Church; much more if 
1 ſuppoſed thegenerality of thoſe to whom 
St. Peter wrote, to wear the Cloke of Hi- 
pocriſy. Nothing leſs than a full Convic- 
tion and fledfaſt Eaith in the Goſpel cou'd 

perſuade Men to embrace a State of Per- 
| ſecution, 
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(f) p. 66. (g) Particularly in iii. 1. He only pro- 
poſes to Hir up their pure Mines. | | 


(4 ] : 
ſecution, under which the moſt courageous 
groaned. And indeed cou'd we ſuppoſe 
ſome conſiderable Number of profeſt 
Chriſtians to be not fully convinced, they | 
muſt be Men of very perverſe Heads or | 
Hearts or both, as I've obſerved, and 
conſequently regardleſs both of Miracles | 
and Prophecies: Men who ſinned with 
open Eyes. 8 . 
Through many (h) Pages the Exami- 
ner affords us ſcarce any Thing which 
deſerves Reflection. However, Sir, 1 
ſhall make a tranſient one or two. The 
Dr. ſuppoſes St. Peter's Epiſtles to be 
fliled catholic or general, as not written-- 
to inculcate any particular Doctrine.“ (i) 
T perſuade myſelf, Sir, you never before 
faw this Reaſon aſſigned for calling Epi- 
ſtles catbohe. Is not the od Reaſon; viz. 
that they are not addreſt to any parti- 
cular Church, ſufficient? Is not thig ne 
Realon ci d to ſerve the Turf and 
Contradiction to the very Deſign of ſpi- 
1 7. | D ritual 
(hb) From, £6 to 77. (i) p. 68. 
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ritual Guides in writing Epiſtles to their 
Flocks, which is as generally or more 
ſo to correct or prevent particular Abuſes 
as to inſtruct in and eſtabliſh general 
Truths. However the Examiner wou'd 
perſuade us, that the Prophecy mention- 
ed in this Text muſt be applied to con- 

firm the Chriſtian Faith in general, be- 

cauſe the Apoſtle in other parts of the 

Epiſtles ſpeaks of Prophecies as applica- 

ble to that Purpoſe. (æ) Is not the Rea- 

ſoning here exa&ly the ſame, Sir, as theirs 

who argue (1) The Gift of healing menti- 

oned by St, James, muſt not be confined 

to the primitive Times, becauſe every 

Thing ſpoke of. in this Chapter, is to be 

extended to later Times? We are told by 

the Dr. that his Lordſhip allows, (m) no 

Argument for our Lord's Return in Glo- 
ry can be deduced from the Viſion on the 
Mount: and yet that he alleges this Viſion 

as 4 Proc of this Point. (n) So that ac- 
cording to the Dr. his my contradicts 
*bimlelf, 


G 74.75, (1) See Bellarey, de xe Tn. * 
(m) p. 76, 77. (n) p. 67. OO” | 
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himſelf. But if we recur to the great Pre- 
lates own Words we ſhall find, that when 
he denies the Evidence of the Viſion on 
the Mount, he expreſiy mentions Cer- 
tainty and Aſſurance : (0) ſo that he does 
not abſolutely exclude a Higbt, conjectural 
Preſumption. * V t on 


His Lordſhip tells us, that of Chriſt's 
coming as a future Event we can have no 
93 ſurer 
) p. 21. u „t Nane 
z Lordſhip joined Iſſue with the, Tafidel Collin, 

on this Point, viz. that ſuppoſing the Tranſlation right, 
and the words to be underſtood in a rift Compara- 
tive, manner We muſt give that ſenſe which the Bi- 
ſhop defends, to the Text, But they who arg well 
acquainted with the idiom of the Greek Tongues, 
know that it loves to expreſs a poſitive or ſuperlatiye 
ſenſe by a Comparative, and that Inſtances enough | 
may be found in the New Teſtatnent. 8o that we need 
pnderſtand no more by the Text than that Prophecy | 
was a ſure or very ſure Proof of our Lord's coming in 
- Glory : and that the mention of the Viſion in the 
Mount, js only uſed to ſhew what different authotity 
St. Peter and the falſe Teachers ought to have. This 
has long been my Scafe of the Text; Even before 1 
eonſylted the Critics: and upon Examination 1 figd _ 
ſeveral of them obſerying chis Senſe, and producing 
aching againſt it. Indeed it ſtands ſo clear of all Diffi- 
cultics, that I am not affraid of offendipg bis Lordſhip 
by ſaying thus much, 


. 


[ 44 ] 


farer Evidence than Prophecy: ſuppol- 
ing that every Man of Senſe and Can. 


dor wou'd underſtand him ro mean Pro- 


phecy ſupported by Miracle: eſpecially 
as he had clearly ſhewn that without 
Miracle Prophecies unfullfilled are no Evi- 
dence. But the Dr. will not underſtand 
the Biſhop, and harrangues: © Prophecy 
not fullfilled carries--no Evidence,” But 
he ſeems to mean that Miracles cannot 
give Credit or Evidence to unfullfilled 
Prophecy when he adds: Nor is an 
Event in futurity capable of being aſcer- 
tained by any” (p) | Event or Evidence.] 
In which Aſſertion he ſeems, Sir, to con- 
tradict what he before aſſerted, v:z. that 
a ;reſent Sign or other divine Credential 
may render the Authority of the Pro- 
phet ungueſtionable, even while the E- 
vent is in Futurity. (q) But the Dr. im- 
mediately contradicts himſelf in Reality, 
if not in Words. © The Article of Chriſt's 
| rn is an expreſs DofFrine of the Go- 


pel 


r . 5. 41, 


4 


[4s] 


(- fel, (ays he) taugbt both by Chri/t and 
* 40 his Apoſtles,” (r So that by chang- 
ing Prophecy into DoTrinethe Dr. hopes 
ly to eſcape the Charge of Contradiction. 
The Truth is : This Prophecy like all o- 
thers unfullfilled and recorded in the 
4 Goſpel with ſufficient Clearneſs is certain 
j 25 to the main of it, viz. That Chriſt will 
4 come again in Glory: but like all unfull. 
filled Prophecies, obſcure as to many par- 
7 ticular Circumſtances. Howeyer the 
Dr. draws the following Concluſion from 
E this Prophecy conſidered as a Doctrine: 
Te Fewiſh Converts to whom St. Pe- 
ter was writing, wou'd not poſſibly doubt 
of it, with doubting of the whole=--of the - 
G9 bel. ] But is he not tt haſty, Sir, 
who concludes, that the Jewiſh Converts 
cou d not need to be reminded that 
Chriſt's glorious Return was propheti- 
cally deſeribed by himſelf and his Apo- 
tles: eſpecially at a Time when many 
were about to oppoſe this Belief with al/ 
the Force of Fraud, and Subtilty and Ma- 
D'3 | lice?” 


+ #) p. 77. (/) ibid. 


[465] 

lice? Tis natural to conceive that in the 
Hurry of publick Preaching to Crouds, Mpef 
the Nature of our Lord's glorious com- 
ing could not be clearlyExplained, or ea/ily i 
"Underſtood. Belides, our Lord on et Nn 
Purpoſe for wile and good Reaſons ſpoke 
ambiguously concerning his future Paſſi- Non 
on, and conſequently of every Thing 
which was to ee it. And aſter his 
Relurrection he did not preach publicly. 
And ſo little had his Audience profited 
by Diſcourſes on the ſublime Subjects, 
that even St. Peter a (t) ſmall Time be- 
fore his Paſſion, ſpoke of it with: Abhor- 
rence, and his Diſciples juſt before his 
Aſcenſion aſkt him whether 1) he wou'd 57 


at that Time reſtore the Kingdom to Iſrael: i, 
that is, rule as a temporal Prince? Be. 


ſides, 747 Tradition, as the Dr. /argely 
| Inſiſts in this very Work, is a moſt wretch. 
td Preſervative. Nay further: there cou d 
not want Perſons who wou d repreſent 
Chriſt's /zrond Viſit ro commence at his 
rm ma, and end at his Aſcenſion. 

1 And 


0 Mat. Xvi. 22, 60 es i 1. 6. 


and many Errors wou'd be, nay were w) 
ormed on this Subject. Now tho per- 


aps the Three firſt Goſpels were wrote 
before ( this /econd F pile of St. Peter, 


m- et as Printing was not then known, the 
40 Diſperſion of Copies mult be very lou, 
0 ind as the Jewiſh Converts were widely 
oke 


ang without a fight of theſe holy Books, 


t leaſt without an Opportunity of pri- 
ry vately ſtudying them. On all theſe Ac- 
J. Founts, and perhaps many more, it was. 
ted iighly ptoper that Sr. Peter ſhou d ob- 
jate the Evil by writing that well con- 


ected Piece which I have ſketched our. 


o# econd 7 9 55 wrote with ſo much Pro- 
0 riety and Spirit and (ich a clear Thread 
4 of Reaſoning, and coming from a Per- 


important a Subject, at ſo critical a 
ime, cou d not fail of We, Succeſs. 


( »)ThisWork would | be ſwelled, and the mainQueſti. 
n neglected by inſiſting on Proofs of this Kind. (x) Dr. 
Cave ſuppoſes it wrote not long before Peter's Death. 


iſperſt, many of them wou'd continue 


And indeed fo ſhort a Performance as this 


on of ſuch Charaer as St. Peter on fo 


His | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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from plainly limitting the more ſure Word 


ſuppoſed ſo. The Biſhop ſurely had 


5 148] pn. 
His Lordſhip has moſt propetly ob- 


ſerved, Sir, that the more ſure Word of 


Prophecy recommended by St. Peter 
e may and probably does refer to the Pro. 


pbeciesgf the New” [Te ſtament.] Here- 


upon the Dr. declares, that © Sz. Peter 


flainly limits the Senſe of it [the more 


ſure Word of Prophecy] to the Prophe- 
cies of the Old Teſtament.” () And yet 
Sir, all his Proof ofthis Aſſertion depend; 
on St. Peter's mentioning the old Pro 
phets. But this Circumſtance is fo fa 


of Prophecy to the Old Teſtament, that 
it Plainly carries to the New: unleſs, we 
-wou'd couclude that becauſe the old Pro. 
phets were inſpired by the Holy Ghoſt 
therefore the Apoſtles were not to be 


great Reaſon to conclude that St. Peter 
would:-refer his Readers to the Prophecies 
of the Apoſtles concerning our Lords 
glorious Return, becauſe they are much 
more explicit than the Prophecies of Old 

Teſta: 
(1) P. 23. 


19). 
| Teſtament on this Subject. The Pro. 
indiſputable Maxim, chat when the W ris 
ters of the New Teſtament ſpeak of 
Scripture or theProphecies of cheSeripture 
ere in general, their meaning js confined to 
the Old Teſtament is grounded on gene- 
ral Obſeryations chat either there was 
uo Scripture of rhe New Teſtament, or 
the Subject under Debate confined the 
Senfe to the Old Teftament, But nei- 
ther of theſe Grounds cou d have reaſon- 
ably prevented our applying St. Peter's 
Meaning in the eontroverted Text, to 
Prophecies of the Goſpel, even the he had 
ſaid, the more ſure Word of Prophecy in 
holy Writ, becauſe it cannot plauſibly = 
be maintained, that gene of the Goſpels 
werepubliſh'd when thisEpiſtle was wrote: 
and it is certain from St. Peter's expreſs 
Declaration chat his Brother Paul's. (a) 
Epiſtles Were in feveral:Hands: whence - 
the Doctrine of Chriſt's glorious Return 
might be deduced. But ſince. St. Peter 
does not add Holy Merit, for what Purpoſe 
V hall 
{#) 11. Per. iii. a8. 15 
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[50] 


ſhall we pod Sir, the Dr's indiſputa- 
ble Maxim to be introduced? 


I have ſhewn a cloſe Connection be- 


tween the main controverted Text which 
mentions the more ſure Word of Propbe- 
cy, and this which the Bithop alleges to 
prove that the Prophecies of the New 
Teſtament may be underſtood. How- 


ever I wou'd obſerve in Confirmation of. 
this Opinion, that the Critics have taken 


notice that the Word which we render 
Commandment fignifics Doctrine; and [ 


add that the Perplexity of the preſent. 


Conſtruction wou'd be happily avoided, 


if we underſtood a Prepofition to be 
wanting ſagrecable to the Steck Idiom] 


and thus rendered the whole Verle ; 
THaT YE BE MINDFUL OF THE Worps 


FIRST SPOKEN BY, THE HOLY. PRO- 


PHETS, Aub or DocrxIvE or Us 
AyosTLEs concerning 
Savior, (3) Thus the whole becomes 
eaſy and natural and admirably connet- 


ed 
(5) 11, Pet, iii. 2. 


CR a wr IN ST 


THE LORD AND: 
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1 51 ] e 
ed with the ſure Word of Prophecy above · 
Belides, Sir, it is obſervable that the Ti- 
tle Savior is not uſually added to Loxp 
except when the Nature of the Subject 
more particularly demands both. Need 
add, Sir, that St. Jude (c) records a 
Prophecy of Enocb clearly enough de- 
ſcriptive of our Lord's glorious Advent, 
and expreſſly applies it to the Mockers 
mentioned by St. Peter, and like him ad- 
viles that Regard be paid to the Words 
of che Apoſtles on this Subject. 


His Lordſhip obſerved, that 88 
Prophecies muſt even ben fullfilled have 
ſome Obſcurity ariſing from their being 
figurative: conſequently cannot be very 
d:ifin Evidence: and that if their figu- 
rative Nature makes them capable of more 
than one Senſe, their Completion cannot 
reſtrain them to one. (d) All which amounts 
to an Aſſertion that the eſſential Nature 
of Things cannot be changed; and there- 
fore muſt be Truth. ct the Examiner 
2 lays 
00) v. 14, Ke. (4) p. 29, 30, 32. 


[52] 

fays: «« This js the Deſcription with he 
ſrhe Biſhop] gives us of Tax Prophecies 
of the Old Teſtament,” e ) [7. e. Prophe- 
cies of Old Teſtament in general] Again 

he accuſes his Lordfhip of reducing“ it 
Prophecy in general] /o Tow as fo render 
| 1 of no Uſe at all,” ) Yet afterwards 
3 he allows that the Biſhop has been 


22 ſpeaking of figurative Propheeies 


only. Yer this Charge on his Lordfhip 
you will think, Sir, very unreaſonable, 
even if confined to the figurative Prophe- 
cies. For tho they are not a very diſtinct 


kind of Evidence, yet they may be ap- 
plied even ingly with great Probability, | 
and with (till greater when laid Zogerber ; 


and with the greateſt, if added to litte- 
ral Prophecies. And tho Prophecies, 
- not only figurative but literal, are capable 
of more than one Senſe and Completion; 
yet if one be far more exact and "noble 
when fullflled in the ultimate Senſe, as 
thoſe applied roChriſt are, this doubJe Senſe 
is lo far from proving them to have 15 
De, 
0 P. 82. (/) ibid. (2) f. $4, 


3 


r 


[ 53 ] 


Ute, that it proves them to have greater A 
than if only capable of one Senſe: ſince 


they hence become the Support of Ages 


betwixt the Delivery and Completion. 
Allow me, Sir, to mention an Inſtance. _ 


Iſaiah propheſicd to Abaz, Sc. that ( 


a Virgin ſhou'd conceive a Son, and that 
before the Child ſhould know to prefer 
Good to Evil, the King ſhould ſec his 


Defire upon his Enemies. Now as Iſracl 
paid the greateſt Regard to the Prophet, 


a Promiſe of this kind cou'd not but com- 
fee them, as the Almighty promiſed - 


Vengeance on their Enemies, tho' they, 
knew not when the Child ſhou'd be 


born or conceived. And when the faith. 


ful Witneſſes bare Record (i) of Iſaiabs 


approaching the Virgin Propheteſs, the 


People's Hopes muſt become much great. 
er: The Birth of the Child, a Son, wou'd 


give Birth to new Hopes, as their Salya- 


tion was now apparently near at Hand. 


And their Deliverance wou'd convince 


them that the Prophecy was litter ally 
kul- | 


() vii. 14, FE (i) vii, 4 


. ͤͤ ˙A˙ IS ode 
2 —B:. - 2 M4 2 <4 . 


EI It Os 
i FA 2 
— my a. 


[54] 

fulfilled. For the Lord only ſaid, that 
ſhe who was a Virgin when 1/aiab ſpoke 
ſhould conceive: a Son, Sc. Vet this 
primary Completion would be fo far from 
leading the Iſtaclites to conclude that 
this Prophecy had its utmeſf Completion, 
that they wou'd be led to the contrary 
Coneluſion. This Son was to be called 
9 Immanuel; and tho Maber-Shalal- 


4b. bam (1) might ſeem to have ſome 
Contiection in 17 Name with this, as 


God was certainly with the Iraelites, 
when their Enemies in making Speed to 
ſboil them, baſtened to make themſelves 
4 Prey; yet the People would naturally 
expect to themſelves or Poſterity a Delis 
verer who ſhould in a nebler — more 
exact Manner be called Immanuel. And 
this Hope wou'd continue till Jeſus 
Chriſt ſhewed himſelf to be the Com- 
pletion of that Patt of the Prophecy, A 
TKGtN SHALL CONCELVE A SON, in a 
litteral yet nobler Senſe than 7/atab't Son; 
and to have an ini / putable Right to the 

"Title of Immanuel. | 
1 gave 


| 600 vii; 14. (i) viii. 4: 


(55 ] 

1 gave this Inſtance of /itteral. Pro- 
phecies the. rather, becauſe his Lordſhip 
= fagaciouſly obſerved, that they © were 
not always the plaineſt at the Time of their © 
Delivery, nor received by the Jews in 
their Meaning for the ſeeming 1 ncredibi- 
lity ofthe Thing.” and adds: * Common 
Senſe wou d 2 them tbem to under- 
Rand---A Virgin ſhall conceive a Son- 
in a Manner agreeable to Nature and 
Experience. Here the Examiner miſre- 
preſents his Lordſhip as ſaying not that 
the People would miſapprebend the 
Meaning of the Prophet, but disbelieve 
what they knew to be his Mcaning(m). 
He adds, that this Prediction cou 4 not 
be cleared by the Event, ſo that the Cre- 
dibility of 0 Event muſt depend on the 
Authority of the Wirneſſes: and the 
and the Jews wou'd rather, credit the 
Prophets than Apoſtles, () Good Sir, 
can you diſcoyer what is the Tendency of 
this Remark? Were not the Apoſtles 
Witneſles ſuffictently credible on this Ar- 

n 5 ticle; 
EK p. £4, 85. (n) p. 86, 87. 
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fs] 
ticle: Or, when the true and ultimate 


Senſe was pointed out, was it not more 
noble and agreeable to the elevated 


Strain of their Prophets? Why then are 


the Prophets and Apoſtles. oppoſed ? Be- 
fides, did not al who became Chriſtians 
actually equal the Apoſtles to their old 
Prophets?— However this Queſtion, the 
Biſhop and this Enquiry are not connect- 
ed with: ſince all the Biſhop needs to 
ſupport his Obſervation, is, that the Pre- 
diction was made charer to reaſonable 
Men than before, by Completion. The 
Biſhop obſerved that before Completion 
Jews would miſapprebend the litteral 
Prediction: and is miſrepreſented by the 
Examiner as ſaying that they rejeGed it. 
I wou'd willingly paſs over, as a candid 
Reflecter the following ungrounded Cen- 
ſure of the Dr. on his Lordſhip. His 
Character of Prophecy tends to the ſame 


End ſas Collins's] and as far as the Abo- 


Bles have applied the Evidence of it to 


. the TITER of the Goſpel, muſt of 


Con- 


SW 

Conſequence weaken the Credit of the 
Goſpel.” The Prophecies of the Old 
Teftament as deſcribed by his Lordſhip, 
are now compared to Pagan ones.() 
If eme of the Jewiſh Prophecies had a 
double Senſe, one in which they had a 

| teſs exact and noble Completion, another 
in which they were more exactly and 
hublimely falifilled, yet the former Hub- 
Jervient to and conſonant with the later; 
muſt we compare them to Pagan Ora- 


| cles, which had 7wo but oppoſite Senſes; 


conſequently one incapable of being full- I 


filled! If ſome Jewiſh Prophecies .. were 
not very diſtin when alone conſidered, 
even after Completion, becauſe of their 
figurative Character, which excited a 
Spirit of inquiry, made them more ca- 
pable of primary and ſecondary Senſes, 


and conſequently more uſeful; muſt theß 


be compared to Heathen Predictions, 
which were ambiguous to deceive and 
never defignedly promoted a good End? 
| Ne E 3 3 


(e) p. 89. 


delivered them : (a) 


[58] 


I — but I refrain from proſtituting the 
facred Pages by ſuch Compariſon 


Have we not Reaſon to be {urprized, 


Sir, at Harangues in this Strain, when 


a learned and honoured Friend of the Dr. 
and myſelf, the Author of the Divine 
Legation, has fo admirably vindicated the 
primary and EP Senſes of Pro- 


phecy: | 
What can the moſt candid and modeſt 


Reflecter lay, when Prophecies arc re- 
Preſented (p) as © carrying no preciſe 
Meaning or diſtinft Evidence” in the 
Biſhop's Account: and that the old 


World could have no Ule of Prophecies, 
becauſe his - Lordſhip ſays, that they 
were not underſtood 15 by thoſe who 
and © others leſs 
gualified could have but a confuſed No. 
tion ; [in their ultimate Senſe] of tbem: 
(for thus his Lordſhip muſt in Eguzry-be 
underſtood)? Let the Dr. reflect, © Is 
not a Light which ſhines in a dark Place 

the 

p 91. (4) p. 28. 


V * * bd 0 


Ou? 
the greateſt Cimfort and beſt Guidance 
which a Man can palſibly have in a Stati 
of Darkneſs? () I have ſhewn chat 
Prophecy was a good Light, coſiſtently 
with his Lordſhip's Principles, tho not 


comparable to our Marvellous one. And 


will the Examiner deny the old World, 
at leaſt the Land of Judæa before Chriſt. 
a State of Be in Compariſon of 
outs? 


The De. accuſes his Lordſhip of ridi. 
culing (/) the Denotation of Chriſt, Sc. as 
a hh and inferior End of Prophecy But 


1 cannot acquit this Declaration of in- 


juſtice to the Biſhop, who only ſays, 
that © zt gives @ low Idea of the Ain. 
niſiration of Providence” to ſuppole God 
only to propoſe. this End in the Scheme 
of Prophecy. Surely when tue great 
and good Ends are propoſed, He who 
conſiders but one, has a /ow Idea of the 
Adminiſtration, in compariſon of him who 
conſiders b5th, 


52. (7) p. 93. 


[ 60] 


And now, Sir, we adyace to the grand 
Queſtion, which employs the Remainder 
of the Examination. His Lordſhip repre- 
ſents Man in his State of Innocence, as 
capable of obeying the Law of Nature, 
and that additional / tive Command, 


which the natural Law informed him : 


that it was his Duty to Obſerve. To this 
Account Dr. Middleton makes great Ex- 
ception. © In this hiſtorical Narration 
[of Moſes] we do not fnd (ſays He,) the 
leaft Trace of any natural Law, nor of 
of anyReligion which Naturecou'd Teach.” 
it was not ſurely the Buſineſs of any Hil- 
torian, much leſs of an in/pired Writer 
to give an Account of natural Law or 
Religion. For this we are left to ſearch 
the great Pandects or Archives of Nature 


itſelf: or if we are too /azy, we may (ec 


the Religion of our innocent Parents in- 


imitably pourtrayed by a (t) Pen of one 
inſpired at leaſt by Urania. 


| We 
(s) Paradiſe Loft, B. iv. v. 720, c. V. v. 
144, Ge. 
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W̃ are told in the next Place: be 
natural Lat would have taught them 
Adam and Eve] that the primary End 
of their Creation, was, to propagate their 
Species e but from this hiſtorical Narati- 
on wwe find, that during their State of In- 
nocence they were utterly Tanorant of 
this End.” (u) The natural Law taught 
them that ro BE AND MAKE HaPPey, 
were the great and primary Ends of 
their Creation. Burt that Propagation of 
the Species was a Duty they cou d never 
know, till they knew ir in their Power, 
This they could not know, unleſs it was 
cither revealed to them, or the Species 
being propagatedas a natural Conſequence 
of thoſe Careſſes to which they were ex. 
cited by Inſtinct of Nature, they might 
hence form Suſpicions that themſelves 
were Inſtruments under Providence. 
However, it is evident thar it muſt be lung 
before unaſſiſted Reafon cou d form theſe 
Suſpicions and Obſervations into any 
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[62] 
ments of propagating the Species; and 
Rill longer before they cou'd conſider it 
as a Duty. So that inſtead of the natu- 
ral Law's directing the firſt of human 
Race te multiplying the Species, as a 
Duty forthwith: they might have con- 
tinued /ong in a State of uninlightened 
Innocence without knowing this Duty. 
However we have no Reaſon to think 
that our firſt Parents did continue long 
Ignorant of this Duty: which they would 
baun from God's Bleſſing (w) probably 
more largely. explained to them than ir 
was neceſſary to Record it to us. The 
Expreſſion, THEY KNEW THAT" THEY 
. WERE NAKED, does by no Means prove 
as the Dr. ſuppoſes, that they were Stran- 
gers to matrimonial Converſe, but the vi- 
rect contrary To Know frequently ſigni- 
des in Scripture ro READ; and ſo it 
does in, this Place. SHAME was a 
Child born to Sin when young, and a 
conſiderable Part of it's Puniſhment, 
How he came to ſeize on our Parents as 
„„ eee ; his 


. L 


it e his guiliy Prey, is not a very difficult Matter 
(= to account for, Adam by an exceſſive 
n Fondnels for Eve, heightened no Doubt, if 
a not intire yoccaſſoned by matrimonial Con- 
1- verſe, had ſhamefully ſinned. When he 
d reflected on his Crime he cou'd not avoid 
7 contracting an Averſion to ſenſual Plea- 
k ſures. Eve found that ſhe too had ſinned, 
8 tempted by /en/ua! Pleaſure tho of a dif- 
Id ferent Species: and as ſhe mult perceive 
ly that ſhe had tempted Adam by her Beauty 
ic to ſin, and that naked Bodies greatly con- 
1C tributed to inflame their Appetite, it was 

Y natural to reſolve to hide theſe, or cloath 

* them eres, Our Epic Poet has expreſt 

ot himſelf ſo proper, ſo/umbiime-y, with ſuch 

- gracious Alluſion to holy Writ on this 
* Subject, that I'm mechani ally led to tran- 

it ſcribe a Line or two which you need not 

1 be reminded of. 

4 . — Innocence, that (as a Veil) 

Ic, Had ſhadowed them from knowing lll, was gene: 

as Juſt Confidence, and native Nie bg 

us And Honor from about them, naked left 


To guilty Shame : he cover d, but his Robe 
Uncover d more: (x) — — — | | 
: - « The 


(x) B. ix. v. 1053, 


[ 64 | 
The natural Law cou'd not teach them 
that the Fruit of a Tree wou'd not in ire 
Knowledge, or that the Knowledge of 
Good or Evil would be Criminal or Sin- 
ful: (y) continues the Examiner. Bur 
the natural Law could teach them that 
the Almighty and Al! - wiſe Author of 
Nature muſt know whether and how a 
Tree cou'd become the O:cafon of their 
knowing | 
—————God loſt, and Evil get. 

Bad Fruit of Knowledge, (2) —— —— 
as the ſame Bard expreſſes the Matter. 
Nor was it the Light of Rea bn, (crics the 
Dr; which directed the to hide the / /e 1 05, 
&c. It was not the genuine ſteady Lighe 
of Reaſon, bur it's gim ring Remains, its 
Splendor being diminiſut by Sin, tumul- 
tuous Paſſions of Fear, Shame, &c. Tg 
and a'moſt extingu ſhin; its Glcam. It 
is evident that one of the Angels com- 
miſſioned by God to Miniſter on /j ectal 
Occaſions and bearing the \ae of that 
great Being whom he repreſented, was 
now 
[y) p 104. [zI B: ix, v. 1072. 
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how deſcended in Paradiſe: and Adam 
and Eve who had ſeen him when he 
pronounced the Bleſling, &c. and knew 
him to be Finite, and heard a Noiſe like 
Thunder, which Moſes (agreeably to the 


Jewiſh Mode) here calls THz VOICE or 


Go, fooliſhly yet not without ſome haſ- 
ty and ill. grounded Reaſoning, attempt to 
hide themſelves. Indeed every one of 


heit Children who commits a wiſfull Sin, 


repeats this abſurd Conduct of his firſt 
Parents, nay does what is more fagrant- 


ly abſurd. They hoped to fly from an 
Angel: He hopes to ſcreen himſelf from 


the Almighty, and All-knowing, The 
Dr. ſuppoſes, that ſince Adam when he 
named the Beaſts, muſt know their Na- 
tures, (a) conſequently that they were all 
Dumb, Eve ſhou'd have been ſhocked at 
hearing the Serpent ſpeak. I allow that 
Adam knew all the Beaſls to be Dumb. 
Vet does it not follow, that Eve cou'd 
know this either without Adam's Infor- 
mation, cr Information in the Manner he 
F gained 


(a) p 155: 


. 
gained his. And it appears not that ſſie 
had it either Way. It muſt have requir- 
ed leng Experience to gain this Know- 
ledge in the natural Way. Adam there- 
fore was inſpired with it: and it ſeems 
from the Event very plain that God re- 
ſtrained Adam from communicating this 
Knowledge to Eve, in order that ſlie might 
be fairly expoſed to Trial. 7 


Since the Being of the Devil cou'd not 
be diſcovered by Reaſon, nor was re- 
vealed, © How (inquires the Dr. can we 
imagine that God ou d expoſe their Sim. 
plicity unarmed and uninſtructed to the 
Aſjaults of an inſidious Temptor fa greatly 
Superior to them, both in Craft and Po- 
wer? (b) Surely, Sir, God did not expoſe 
the Simplicity of our firſt Parents unarm- 
ed and uninſtructed. He plainly inform. 
ed them of their Duty, and ſet before them 
the Conſequences of their Tranſgreſſion. 
The Devil therefore tho“ naturally Supe- 
rior to them in Force and Fraud, was not 

ir 


(6) p. 105. 


467 | | 
in theſe Circumſtances an Over-match : 
and his Conqueſt cannot be als - 


for without a ge Fault on the part of 
our Parents. 


The 8 informs his Lordſhip, 


that © had he read the ſhort Hiſtory 


Cracles by Mr. de Fontenelle,” he might 
have found his Opinion that Devils gave 
out Oracles to Pagans under the form of 
a Serpent, confuted. Can we, Sir, believe 
X the Dr. to apprehend that his Lordſhip 


A has not /ſeen that Book? Were I not un- 


willing to ſwell thele Reflections to any 
2 treat Size, | cou'd eaft;* ſhew that Fonte- 
P nelle does by noMcans prove the only Point 
ly for which he is here celebrated, vis. that 
4 the wiſe} and beft Heathens, and the Fa- 
G thers thought Oracles * wholly invented 


and ſupported by human Craft.” How- 
ever, ſuppoling this. Point proved, we 
muſt at laſt determine the Teen on 


. T may whe Geraten ta ds thi s Bedi. 


troduftory ro my 4% 'gn:d Edition of Plutarc2's Tica- 
tiſc on the Failure of Uraces. | 
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the Principles of Reaſon i ſupperior to all 
Authority, in his Lordfhip's Favor. For 
ſince the contending Parties agree, that 


the Men concerned in theſe Oracles gene- 
rally at leaſt promoted the Cauſe of Tmr 


morality and Impietiy; ſince undoubt- 


edly the Devil always advances this Cauſe 


to the utmoſt of his Power; ſince he has 
a Power greatly Superior to Man's 12 
gueſſing at future Events in general, i 
contriving ambiguous Expreſſions to bh 
Afpearances which way ſoever the E- 
vent prove, in diſcovering preſent Events 
at diſlant Places, &c. &c. &c. ſince God 
mitted him to infatuate the Heathen 


World mof? gro/sly in many other undil- 


ted Inſtances;--it NECESSARILY follows 


that he would interpoſe to ſupport Ora- 


cles in general. 


Allow-me, Sir, to mention 7400 Or:three 
Inſtances of oracular Anſwers which can- 


not be allowed for without the Interpo- 


ſition of a Devil. Plutarch (c, informs 
ft 
00) de Defect. One. By 


7 1 . — TW * add. of 
F 


on. In the laſt Place we may be ſatisfi- 


[60] 


us, that a Governor of Cilicia who was 
an Infidel as to Oracles, in order to ex- 


poſe that of Mopſus, ſent a Perſon 10 
ſleep in the Temple with the Queſtion of 


which he knew nothing, ſealed up. Re- 
turning he declared, that a Perſon appear- 
ed in his Dream, who only ſdid, BLACK. 
Hereupon the Governor confeſt, that his 
Queſtion was, whether ſhall I Sacrifice 
fo you a WHITE or BLACK Bull! Now 
to account for this Anſwer by mere bu- 


man Means we muſt ſuppoſe that the 


Meſſenger was bribed, and the Seal open- 


ed undiſcoverably. On the contrary we 


may be aſſured, that the Governor wou'd 
ſend no Perſon of whoſe Fidelity he was 


not moſt firongly convinced: and the 


Meſlenger wou'd be fully convinced of 


the extreme Danger of attempting a Fraud 


of this kind, Beſides, t he Managers of 
the Oracle wou'd clearly perceive the 
great Danger of attempting to corrupt the 
Integrity of a Man who muſt be ſuppoſ- 
ed to come /o guarded againſt Corrupti- 


F 3 ed. 
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ech that this Infide! Governor wou d con- 
trive the Seal ſo as to make it in probable 
in the extreme, that mere human Art 
wou ' d open it andiſcoverably. Again. 
Herodotus (d) aſſures us, that Croe/us in 
order to try the Delphic Oracle, ſent 
Meſſengers with a Queſtion ſealed up, the 
exact Time when they were to be deli- 
ver it being markt. Now ſhou'd we ſup 
poſe the Meſſengers in this Caſe bribed, 
and the Seal undi/coverably broke open, 
the Oracle was no more inabled to re- 
turr'a conſiſtent Anſwer. For the Queſ- 
tion was What am I now doing? And 
at the Time Croe/us contrived to do ſe- 
cretly the moſt abſurd Things. Yet was 
the Anſwer juſt. So that a Devil wuſt 
have flown betwixt Delphi and Sai dis. 
The Emperor Con/tantine in his Letter 
to the Eaſtern Nation, (e) calls Gor to 
+ witneſs, that when Young he heard a 
Voice not from Manbut a Cavern, which 
aſcribed the failure of Oracles to Perſons 


lo 
Aud Euſcb. L. 1t. Vit: Con- 


* 


(4) L. 1. c. 46. (e) 


ant. 


.. _ _ 
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fo deſcribed as to be underſtood Chriſti» 
ans. Now it will be ſaid, that ſurely ſome 
Chriſtian or Heathen ' concealed himſelf 
in this Caycrh. But it cou'd not be a 
Chriſtian, the Declaration being lie ta 
ſpirit Diocletian to Perſecute Chriſtians; 
it cou'd not be an Heathen, becauſe the 


Chriſtians were deſcribed as jJusT_ 


MEN. It muſt then be a De⁊ il forced 
by the Almighty to declare that Devils 
had managed the Heathen Oracles, 
However great the Merit of Fontenelle, 
(on which the Dr. inſiſts,) may be on 
other Accounts: however hone/# his In- 


tentions in this furious but not fatal 


Blow to the Devils Interpofition in Ora- 
cles: how much Honor ſoe ver to a Coun- 
try profeſſing Popery, to let him quretly 
enjoy his Opinions: certainly tis great 
Honor to a Proteſtant Biſhop to decry an 


Opinion, which amounts, as I've ſhewn 


to a Denial of the Exiſtence of A DEVIL. 
The Dr. - obſerves ; IF it | Moles's 
Account of the Fall] is to be received 


41 a litteral er hiſtorical Narration o 
| T. * 
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Things tranſacted in the Manner in which 
they are diſeribed, then the Di/conrſe of 
a Serpent tempting and beguiling our firlt 


Parents, mult needs appear ſhocking to 


every Man: or if the Devil under the 
borrowed Form was the real Tempter, this 
is flill more ſhocking, as being not only void 


of all Support from the Text, but contra- 
dictory to the expreſs Senſe of it, which 


aſcribes the Succeſs of the Serpent to the 
natural Subtilty of the Beaſt.” ( To 
diſcover the falſe Ground of this Obſer- 


vation, tis only neceſſary to note that a 
Hiſtory may be true according to the 


Letter, tho ſome Circumſtances be not 


added, which makes it true alſo in a fur- 


ther Senſe. This is the Caſe generally of 


Hiſtories which relate fgnal Wickedneſs. 


Men themſelves are deſcribed as the Act. 
075: and no one diſputes the litteral 
Trath of the Relations on this Account. 
Yer the Religioniſt knows that thele Men 
acted as Inſtruments of the Devil. Ex- 
actiy in the ſame Manner Mees tells us, 


| * tbe 
Fp. 


1711 


« the Serpent 5 AID: or the Words pro- 
ceeded from its Mouth : for this is all that 


is neceſſary to the /itteral Truth of the | 


Sentence either according to common 
| Apprehenſion or Scripture Language. — 

According to the former, becauſc ye 
{cruple not to allow. it literally: true, 
that a Mon talks when aſleep, in a Feyer, 
Sc. and his Mind has no Intention of ut- 
tering the Words which proceed from 
his Mouth, Nay an admired Writer (g) 
of this Age has ſhewn beyond all | poſpbility 
of Confutati on, that ſeparate Spirits fre- 
quently form the Diſcourſe uttered on theſe 


Occaſions. — Fs 2 to the latter, k 


| becauſe Balaam's Als is ſaid to (b) 44 eat, 
tho an Angel form'd the Voice. bat 


the expreſs Senſe of the Text does not 


aſcribe the Succeſs of the Attempt Sol x- 
Ly to the natural Subtilty of the Serpent, 

is plain: becauſe then the Words mult 
have been: THE SERPENT Was. 50 


uben MORE SUBTLE 325 ALL TE 


BEASTS 


(g) Author of Taquiry into the Nee of the ee 
Soul. ( Numbeis xxii 28. 1 
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BEASTS or Taz FIELD, THAT HE was 


ABLE BY HIS NATURAL POWER To 
SAY — Had this been the Senſe, we muſt 
have allowed it contrary to Reaſon, Ec. 
as will be more /argely ſhewn below.. 


But if we ſuppoſe the Serpent fo ſubtle, as 


to be a proper Inſtrument of the Devil, 
becauſe leaſt likely to be ſuſpected by Eve 


of acting above its Nature, we ſuppoſe 


what is agreeable enough to the Words 
of Holy Writ, to Reaſon, Ec. 
(z) © The litteral Execution of it [the 
Sentence] upon the Serpent being verif1- 
ed to us at this Day by the Nature of the 
Animal, it ſhews that it muſt bave been pro- 


nounced upon a real Serpent, excluſtvely 


of any other Agent, or it cou'd not poſlibly 


be juſt: ſays the Examiner. You 1mme- 
diately perceive, Sir, that the Serpent not 
| Having a Rigbt to any Degree of Hap- 


pineſs, it cou'd not be UNJUST to 
change its Nature for God's Glory, tho 
its Happineſs had been diminiſot. Yer 
9 5 44M 


0 p. 115, | 5 1 
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it appears not that ic was diminiſbt. Let 
3 Dr. then candidly retract his Aſſerti- 


” The introduction of the Devil em- 


barife the Caſe /!ill more, as it is more 
glaringly inconſi/!ent with the Attributes 
of the Deity.” Nay, he accuſes his 
Lordſhip of allowing all this in Effect, 
tho he only laid: * Had the Hiſtory of 
Man's Fall PLAINLY introduced an in- 
vifible Evil Being — it might have given 
great Countenance to this Error of tuo 
Principles. that is, weak Men wou'd 
have concluded trom a plain Aſſertion, 
that the Devil ruined Mankind, God's 
Work, that this Devil was an indepen- 
dent Being: whereas the Account as it is 


now given, prevented this important Mil- 


rake of weak Men, and led Ferſons of 
better Senſe to conclude that an evil yet 
dependent Bcing, uſed the Serpent as an 


Inſtrument, and ſo harmonize the whole 


Narration with God's Attributes. 


The Dr. ridicules his Lordſhip for ; 


. to comfort Men by calling the 
Intro- 


K — —— 
„rr 8 
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Jutroduction of Evil a moſt ab/truſe Sub- 
ect . But the Bithop's Delign is to 
make Men humble — a great and neceſ- 
| fary Taſk. Since Deiſts muſt acknow- 
ledge the Origin of Evil a Subject, even 

n their own Principles, very abſtruſe ; 
it follows, that they ſhou'd form n Ob- 
jections againſt Holy Writ, or any parti- 
cular Interpte ation of it, merely becauſe 
the Introduction of Evil is repreſented in 
a Manner likely to be attended with the 


. feweſt and leaſt bad We N as. in 
the Bifhop' $ SC theme. 7 


The Dr. 1 that 2 Hiſtory of 
the Fall of the Angels, wwou'd have pre- 
vented theſe Errors about an independent 
evil Principle, You will anſwer, Sir, that 
this is not certain: ſince Expe:ience ſhews 

that the plaineft Revelations cannot ſe- 
cure weak and willful Men. However, 
we are ccrtain, who allow the Authori- 
ty of Mobs, chat for Reaſons wile tho' 
unknown to us, God faw it not proper 

that 
(& p. 116. 


[7] 
that Moſes ſhould - write fuch | Hiſtory. 


And any who directiy diſclaim the Au- 
thority of Moſes, ſhall have proper An- 
ſwers to their Objections. 


- His Lordſhip juſtly remarks: © 'Trs no 


' unreaſonable Thing ſurely to demand the 

ſame Equity IN INTERPRETING THE 
' SENSE of Moſes, as you won d certain- 
ly uſe tavards any other ancient Writer.” 


This che Dr. repreſents over and over 
(1) again, as tho the Biſhop had put the 
Examination of the Truth of the Account 
on the ſame Footing as zf it had been 
told by Sanconiatbo, or ſuch an one. But 
does not his Lordſhip ſay: © Let us con- 


figer the Hiftory of Mofes as we fhou'd 
do the Hiftory of any other ancient Hiftori- 


anof like Antiquity, Suppoſe for Inſtance. 


that this account of the Fall had been pre- 
_ ſerved to us out of Sanconiatho's Phoeni- 
cian Hiſtory * Tes but he afterwards 
expreſil, confines the Suppolition, as I 
have ſbewn, to the Manner of Interpre- 


(ation. The Examiner havingrhus chang- 


G | ed 


{1) p. 119, 125, 128, 135. 
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ed the Queſtion, harangues thro' many(m) 
Pages to ſhew that we could not have 
ſufficient Reaſon from Sanconiatbo's Pre- 
tenſions to Inſpiration, or his Defence of 
- Tradition to believe ſuch an Account as 
the Moſaic, true in a litteral Senſe : 
THERFORE © we ſhould fronounce it at 
once to be one of thoſe ancient Apologues,” 
&c, Now in order to make-all this to 
the Purpoſe of the Biſhop's Suppoſition 
and the preſent Queſtion, it muſt be mo- 
dejtly taken for granted, that an Author 
cannot deliver a Thing as literally true, 
which yet we have no Reaſon to believe 
ſo on his Authority. You will obſerve; 
Sir, that the authority of Dr. T. Burnet n 
can have no Force againſt clear Reaſoning 
in Support of his Lordſhip. 

The Dr. repreſents his Lordſhip as call- 
ing © the Stile and Nature of the Moſaic 
Account hiſlorical, but cloatbed in Para- 
- bles and Similitudes, and in ſome Part 
: „ meta. 


; (n) p. 128. 129, 130. 00 p. 119, 120, 121. 


E 
metaphorical.” (o) Here, Sir, is an beauy 
Charge of ContradiQtions: bug I affirm 
his Lordſhip akeays to conſider the Mo- 
faic Account of the Fall as in Reality a 
litteral Hiſtory : and that the Mention of 
Parables, Similitudes, Metaphor, relate to 
ſomething elſe, + as I now apply. myſelf 
WL: 5 nr HF 


Since this Difficulty [about an inde. | 
pendent evil Principle] might in a great {| 
Meaſure be avoided ((ays the Biſhop) by 
Havinc RECOURSE 70 the common Uſage 
of the Eaſtern Countries, which was to 

„ G -:/; |; 1-60 


(o) p. 123. „ Ld 1 bi 
+ * My Defence of the B:ſhop oa this Head, is ex- 
act agrecable to the generous Vindication of him by 

my much honoured Friend,. the Author ot the Divine 
Legation, tho I expreſs myſeit in other Words to pre- 
ven: Cavils from the Examiner. Mr. Warburton tellsus, 
that the Biſhop ** was ſo far ſram making the Story ot 
the Fall zo be a Fable or Parable, hat it was his Intent 
to ſhew the Infidel, it was neither the one nor the other, bus 
4 true Story; and this by proving it was told Allegarically .” 
(0. L. B. iv. F. 4. p. 90.) i. e. it was true, that a real, 
natural Serpent tempted Eve. This was a litteral, pri- 
mary Senſe, It was true alſo, that a ſpiritual Being, 
tor his Cunning, &c. juſtly called the Serpent, uſed the 
natural Serpent as an luſtrument. This was a feronda- 
Senſe. So that a true Fact was told Allegorically, or 
o as to be capable of two not contradiftery Scales,” 
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clot he Hiſtoryi in Parables and Simili tude. 
it ſeems not improbable that far this Rea- 
fon the Hiſtory of the Fall was put into 
THE [not TH1$] Dreſs in which we now 
find it.“ p) The Ambiguity of the Ex- 

preſſion Havine Recovrse, miſled the 
Dr. F he was miſled. Are we then, 
Sir, to underſtand, that MOSES had 
Recourſe to the Eaſtern Cuſtom, and 
clothed the Hiſtory of the Fall in Para- 
bles and Similitudes: Or, that the wear 
Jews, Who wou'd have been more preſſed 
by the Diſfoulty of the independent evil 
Principle, if the Devil had been menti. 
oned plainly as the Ruiner of Mankind, 
wou'd in a great Meaſure avoid it by na- 
turally naving REcourst to the Ea- 
ftern Cuſtom of clothing Hiſtory in Pa- 
rables, &c. when they read, © the Hij- 
tory of the Fall --- put into Trex Dreſs” 
it now bears; which tho' far from being 
intended as a moral Fable, would be re- 
garded as ſuch by them, and conſequent- 
ly become harmleſs? The former Senſe 
| | is 
(YP. 57. | 
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is inconſiſtent. with Reaſon Scripture, and 
his Lordſhip's Declarations: the latter 
agrecable to them al, Nor is the Am- 
biguity of the Expreſſion any Reproach 
to his Lordſhip. No Book, I believe, is 
without ſuch. Ingenuity and ordinary 
Apprehenſion lead one to the right Senſe. 
His Lordſhip's mention of Metapbor is 
allowed by the Dr. himſelf ) not to re- 
late to the Hiſftory of tbe Fall, but to 
ſomething poſterior, vi. the Language 
of a Prophecy, which the Biſhop Poper. 
ly obſerves to have a primary and ſecon- 
dary Senſe, or to be in Part metaphorical, 
that is, ultimately to refer to the Devil, 
who, and not his Inſtrument the Serpent, 
was the proper Object of Puniſbment. 


The Dr. repreſents the Biſhop as ſayiog 
that Adam and Eve had soMt Reaſon to 
ſuſpect the Devil to be the rea Deceiver. 
And ſutely they had very great. For as 
the Biſhop admirably obſerves, Adam 

cou'd not be /o weak as to imagine it all 
| . the 
0 p. 123. | 
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the Advantage which he and his Child- 
ren were to enjoy over the Enemy, who 
was ſentenced as the prime Tranſpreſſor, 


that no and then they ſhould knock a 


Snake on the bead, at the expence how- 
ever of having their own heels bruiſed. 
Beſides, God's Declaration that he would 


vor enmity between the Serpent and Wo- 
inan, and their Seed, plainly implied that 


there was originally none. All this being 


confirmed by the Obſerration of Adam 


and Eve on the Serpent before the Fall, and 
what deſerves much to be obſerved, Adam's 
Knowledge of its Nature when he gave 
it a Name, wou'd convince them that 


the Serpent was any: the I e, or 
an evil Spirit. 


Thro many (7) Pages the Dr. attempts 
to explain the Moſaic Account as a moral 
Fable: and in order to diſcredit the lit- 
teral Senſe inſinuates, that * no Geography 
cou'd ever mark out [the Place of _ 
_ ues the Face of this Globe.” 

Woe 


6) p. 1 135 


bo Be, > 


2 Ty I 
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Wonder, that Geography, a Science of 
modern Date, ſhou'd not diſtinguiſh a 
Place whoſe Marks were ſwept away by 
the Deluge) | 
— — The, ſhall this Mount 

of Paradiſe by might of Waves be mov'd 
Out of his Place, daf by the horned Flood, 


Kc. /) ſays our heroic Bard, and . 


ces a fine Moral---to teach thee that God 
attributes to place no Sanity, &c. Hows 
ever one part of the Dr's moral Fables, 
ſhews the whole to be---whar, Sir, ſhall 
a modeſt and candid Reflecter call it: 
« The Author meant without doubt (lays 


he,) o Account alſo after the Eastern 


Faſhion for the abjef# State of the Ser- 
pentine Race, now creeping upon it's Belly, 
licking the Duſt, and in perpetual Hoſti- 
lity with Man whoſe Heel it ſometimes 
bites, while Man more frequenely finds 
Means to bruije his Head” This he calls 


e fanc ful Solution of the Cauſe and O- 


rigin of the preſent odious Nature of that 
Beaſt.” Tis indeed fanciful, but ſuch 
any Sages: of Antiquity wou'd never 


fancy 
77 B. xi. v. 829. 


l 

Fancy for them /elves or others. Accord- 
ing to the Dr. the Deſign of the Moſaic 
Account of the Fall mult be, to repreſent 
how-Man- tempted by his own Luſts a- 
lone, deſerted his true Happineſs. But--- 
boy in the mid}, nay, from the very Be. 
 ginning of this great Deſign the Fabler 
deviates into a poor, trifling, contemptible 
Scheme, of accounting for the Nature of 
one of the /oweft Creatures, And this 
he works up with his * Deſign ſo 
that 'tis im poſſible to /eperate them. 
He begins with telling us that the Serpent 
- Zempted Eue, .- but means no ſuch Thing. 
He means that ſhe and her Husband 
tempted themſelves. He tells us what 
Diſcourſe paſt between them; but means 
not that they had any Connexion or Cor- 
reſpondence. He informs us gravely how 
the Serpent was ſentenced, but ſuppoſes 
not an ſuch Thing---Indeed how ſhou'd 
he. For he does not believe the Serpent, 
even as an Iuſtrument, to have done any 
harm. Vet he ſuppoſes the Sentence to 
be executed. For it is this Execution 
| which 
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which he intends to Account for. The 
Origin of the Enmity between Man and 
Serpent he wou d gladly explain: but ſup- 
poles that they have no Connection but in 

in his writing. In ſhort, he confounds the 
Notion of right and urong by ſuppoſi ng 
the Deity to puniſ where there is no 


Guili— in order --- to eftabliſÞ the No- . 


tion of Right and Wrong in his moral 
Fable. This is the Sage of Antiquity 
OZ7TOC EKE1NOC! However the 
Dr. at laſt remits a Conceſſion which 
the Biſhop never made, and urges his 


Lordſhip with the Authority of the Pre- 


late — wit bout a Name. . 


His Lordſhip, propoſes (7) as probab- 


le the Opinion, that Sacrifice of Animals 


was by God inſtituted juſt after the Fall. 
All that the Dr. oppoſes, is, that © the 


Text gives not the leaft hint of any ſuch 


Origin: (u) and that Dr. Spencer thinks 
otherwiſe than the Biſhop. To which ir 
iS a ſufficient Reply, that many Opini- 


0 p. 73. (0 p. 140% 
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ens may be highly probable, tho' not ex- 
preſt in Scripture; and that no Man's 
Authority ſhould be oppoſed to Kea ſon. 
The ſaying an Animal and conſuming it 
by Fire, with religious Rites, muſt be al- 
lowed a mo? proper Means of keeping 
up the Senſe of Man's Fall, and the ne- 

ceſſity of a Redeemer --- Therefore, was 
an Inſtitution worthy God, and may very 
_ properly be ſuppoſed to be inſtituted when 
the fir? Prophecy of a Redeemer was de- 
livered. The Opinion is rendered ſtill 
more probable, when tis conſidered, that 
otherwiſe Abel muſt have ſuch gro/s No- 
tions of Religion as to ſuppoſe that con- 
ſuming God's Creatures by fire would be 
a more acceptableSacritice of Praile toGod, 
than the Overflowings of a thankful heart. 
From this Opinion. 3 1 Pp 2605 
probable, his Lordſhip Ju infers witt 

mo Probability, that Abels bloody Sa. 
crifice was preferred to Cain 8. unbloody 
one; the former being inſtituted by God, 
as a Memorial of Profitiatiom t0 be made, 
the other not. Surely then his LY . 


1971 
and Dr. Lightfoot's Deduction that rhe 
Primitive Sacrifice was a Tyfe of the 
great bloody one, is not a Suppoſal (v) of 
whatever Premiſſes they want, a taking 
every Thing as granted, Sc. God's Ex- 
poſtulation with Cain, i rightly tran» 
flared, which the Dr. denies not) plainly 
| refers to the Reaſon why his Sacrifice was 
not accepted: and this has been ſhewn 
to be probably, his- Neglect of an 1n/t;- 
tuted Sacrifice. The Examiner talks, 
however at laſt, of his Lordſhip's Suppo- 
ſitions as (x) controrerted and rejected by 
the able Writers. Is it not ſurprizing, Sir, 


that he did not ſay confuted? Let their 


Reaſons be produced, and they ſhall be 


ſhewn inconcluſive. His Lordſhip's © cu- 

rious Reſnements (lays the Dr.) are f ro- 
poſed as fundamental Principles of our 
Faith.” (y) Vet juſt above his Lordſhip is 
Cired laying, wich his z/ual Modeſty, 
« Sacri,ce may PERHAPS be found to 
be one Kind of Pro becy.“ And his other 
ba”; y Illuſtrations are never recommends 


ed 
0.14 (x) 8.446 091 | 
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ed to a greater Degree of Credit than 
they claim by their Connection with Holy 
Writ, the Rule of our Faith. What te- 
mains of the Examination is only Repe- 


tition intermixed with other Figures of 
Rhetoric. 


All thar is new and deſerves Notice in 
tbe curſory Ani madverſions as having the 
Appearance of Argument, &c. follows. 


To the Biſhop's Queſtion, Whoever 
SERIOUSLY [char i is, with Intention to 
be underſtood as giving a litteral Hiſto- 
ry | introduced the Beaſts thus reaſoning? * 
The Animadverter anſwers, There ne- 
der was à Writer of FABLES -- but he 
introduced then in this Manner. (2) 
This is exacłly as tho* a Perſon ſhould aſk, 
Sir, on a certain Subject: Did ever Chri- 
ſtian Dir ine write thus? And another 
ſhould reply, Every Infidel does. 


His Lordſhip had produced (a} 70. 
tba u's Apologue, to ſhew by a Compari- 


ſon 


(z) p. 164. (a) Judges ix, 8, Ke. 


| [%] | 

fon of Stile, Sc. the Difference between 
moral Fables in Old Teſtament and the 
Moſaic Account of the Fall; and parti- 
cularly, that the higheſt Subject to which 
they are applied, is civil Government, 

Whence it ſeem d a proper Concluſion, 
that this Account of the Fall, as it treats 
of the ſublimeſt Points of Theology, cou d 
not be a Fable. But the Dr. aſſures us, 
ce there is not bi ng in the Stile or Matter of 
the one but what will prove it to be equal- 
ly fabulous or equally hiſtorical with the 
other.” (o) and obſerves, that the Serpent 
reaſons © on ſublime Points of Tbealey⸗ 
the Trees on Points of civil ne 4 
Conſeqently, according to the Dr. Theo- 
logy and Policy are the fame. Again —— 
« Trees were known as certainly to ſpeak 
and give Cracles to the Ancients, as 
Serpents.” And mult we conclude, Sir, 
that becauſe Pagans believed Spirits to 
ſpeak in Trees and Serpents, therefore 
 Mofes cou'd not mean that a Spirit ſpoke 

in the firſt Serpent? The contrary Con- 


. dluſion 
(6) p. 166. 5 
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| [9] 
cluſion, either, is to be made. When 
Wool/ion attacqued the Miracles of our 
Lord, c. he attempted to ſhew that they 
ſhould be allegorized, like the Parables of 
the New Teſtament. Every Man of 


Senſe thought it ſufficient Confutation of 
this Scheme, to ſhew that the Hiſtorian 
delivered the former in his own Perſon, as 


Fats connected with the other allowed 


Facts of the Hiſtory, and told in the ſame 


Manner: whereas the. latter were put 
into the Mouth of a Teacher, and the 


Doctrine thence intended to be inferred, 


was either expre/t or left ſo plain that it 
cou'd not be miſtaken by Men of Senſe. 
In ſhort the one were as plainly declared 
to be Parables and the other not, by Cir- 
cumſtances, as cou'd be expected on Sup- 


poſal that they were thus deſigned, All 


this is perfectiy applicable to the Moſaic 
Account of the Fall compared with Jo- 


tham's Parable or any other in the Old 


. Teſtament 


« Some Writers have ima: ined (ſays the 
Animadverter, the Story of the Fall , 
e 


3 
be of the fabulous kind; becauſe the Curſe 
denounced againſt the Serpent -- would 
otherwiſe ſeem impertinent, ſince it in- 
flied nothing, but what flowed fromthe 
original Nature and Formation of the 
Animal.” (c) This, we are told, the 
Biſhop treats with great Contempt, and I 
add, juſtly. His Lordſhip ſuppoſes on- no 
les Authority than that of Holy Wrir, that 

the Nature of the Serpent was changed 
at the Fall. How, I neither know (adds 
he) nor ſhall inquire.” (d) As tho' the 
Fact and Mauner were the /ame Thing, 
the Dr, makes a change, and tells us: 
& To inquire would be — fruitleſs ; where- 
as to ſuppoſe 1T | the Fact, for this is a// 
the Biſhop ſupp oles | 7s ea/9.” (e) 


The Biſhop's “ hypothetical Way (we 
are told) wou'd confound all Reaſoning--- 
when it was his Buſine/s to prove, that the 
Devil was the real Tempter of Eve, be 
declares it impoſſible and contrary to Na. 
ture, that a mere Serpent ſhould talk 

| W's. and 


(e) p. 169, 170. (4) p. 20, (e) p. 171. 


[92] 
and reaſon; yet when the Nature of the 
Jane Serpent is alleged in Contradiction 
to bis Scheme; then the Nature is nothing, 
as being often actually varied at the Plea- 
ſure of its Author,” () Yet ſo far are 
theſe Aſſertions from confounding all Rea- 
/oning, that they are built on its great 
Maxims. 88 


When his Lordſhip declares it impo/- 
ſible, contrary to Nature, for the firſt Ser- 
pent to talk and reaſon, he grounds his 
Aſſertion on Holy Writ (g) declaring 
the Serpent more ſubtle than all the 
Beaſts of the Field; conſequently imply- 
ing ic to be one: therefore incapable 
of Talk and Reaſon, unleſs God cou d 
inſpireMe/esto utter a Lie to decerve Men: 
thatiis, unleſs God was not good. Na- 
ture in this Caſe cou'd not be changed 
without deſtroying the Notion of God. 
On the contrary, Changes in Nature's 
Laws conducive to God ' Glory may be 
made, or God is not Omnipotent: Now - 

| | God's 

(f) p. 171,172. ) Gen. iii. 1. 
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| God's Glory and V. eracity conjointly are 


concerned in the Charge of the Ser- 


pent's State from erect to prone, &c. be- 
cauſe God's Word expreſsly (b, declares 
this Change to have been made in Exe- 
cut ion of the Almighty's Sentences: con- 


ſequently a denial of ſuch Change de- 


ſtroys the Notion of God. Thus we 
have the ſame Evidence of his Lordſhip's 


Aſſertions as of the Being of a God; and 


his Adverſaries terminate in a Denial 
of Miracles, and on the very Principles of 


the two lateſt avowed Oppoſers of them, 


viz. Hume and Morgan: the former of 
whom /agaciouſly concludes, There never 
was a Miracle, becauſe we ſee none nau: 
the latter, God's Laws are im nutable, be- 


cauſe be 1s ſo. 


The Animadyerter repreſents the Bi- 
ſhop as b-heving, that Serpents before the 
Fall ſpoke: becauſe * if nothing more be 


meant by this ſeries of Queſtions [of the 
Biſhop] than that God, who ſtruck oneMan 


H 3 Za 
(5% Gen, iii. 14. 
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Zacharias] dumb, might have firuck all 
Men dumb---it is wholly tri ing and of no 
Service to his avowed Argument.” (i) 
His Lordſhip's Adverſaries had denied a 
Change of Poſition, &c, in the Serpent, 
becauſe he cou'd not ſhew the (4) Man- 
ner. The Example therefore of Zachari- 
as was uled to ſhew that might ſtrike all 
Men dumb, and yet no Body know the 
Manner. The genuine Inference 1s, not 
that God aid ſtrike all Serpents dumb, but 
that Man's Ignorance of the Manner of 
a Change i im the Serpent, is no good Ob- 


jection to it's Reality. This is not rrifling, 
but very Pertinent. 


The Biſhop obſerves, chat our Lad 
declares the Devil to be the Temptor in 
the Goſpel State: that he could not do 
this without 2mplicitly declaring who 
was the original Temptor : becauſe he 
muſt he the ſame. (/)---Now, Sir, does the 
Dr. deny that Chriſt declares the 
. Devil the ä in the Goſpel State? 
No 


G 174.175. (k) p. 170, 171. 00 p. 20, 21. 


a x: (95 | 
No---Does he endeavor to ſhew the 
Temptor of Chriſtians not to be the ori | 
ginal Temptor of Eve? No---He only re- | 
preſents the Biſhop as ſuppoſing Chriſt to 
DISCUSS, that is, thoroughly explane the 
Queſtion of the origin of Evil Whereas 
his Lordſhip lays exprelsly, that Chriſt 

« does not enter into the curious Queſtions 
relating to the origin of Evil:” (m) but 
having it BEFORE (7) him, incidentally,» | A 
conſequentially declared char Satan tempt⸗- 
ed Eve. What then, Sir, muſt we thin - 
of the Animadverter giving it as. a Config 
tation of the Biſhop's Argument, that gur 
Lord does not tell us © how that Wicked 
one was himſelf introduced, and. bo be 

became endued with a Nature and Power 


utterly oproſibꝰ to hoſtile and the divine Na- 
ture? (o | 


« From this Penalty [Eve's Subjection 
to Adam] Man's Superiority is left to be 
collected by us" lays the Biſhop ) Man had 


| a clear Superiority Ire ious to the Fall by 
: : Pri- 


(m) p. 22. (o) ibid. (p) p. 181, 182, r . 420. 


1.961 
Priority of Creation, and the Woman's 
Formation out of his Rib: ſays the Dr. (q) 
Priority of Creation conveys no more a 
fitneſs to govern than Priority of Birth; 
whence every older Perſon ſhould govern 
the younger: nay the Beaſts as firſt cre- 
ated ſhould govern Man. Adam gace 
not a Rib, but had it talen by One who 
had the fame Right to form Exe of it 
as Adam of the Duſt. However the 
Words of Holy Writ are ex:re/s (r) that 
the actual Right to govern was given to 
the Man after the Fall. And indeed the 
Dr. is too wiſe to riſque his Right to go» 
yern his Lady on ſuch Chimzras as ſhe 
would have Senſe enough eafily to con. 
tute. He ſettles it then on the good 
old Hobbeian Foundation (): © That 
Superiority of Force and bodily Strength, 
which diſtinguiſhes the Male from the le- 
male, and neceſſarily conveys a Superio- 
rity of Power [he muſt mean R1GHTFUL 
Power, or tis gro/5 Tautology | to the 
[tronger over the weaker.” It ſeems then 
: p. 187. (r) Gen. iii. 16 () p. 188. 1 


"% * 
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| E 
0 Man has a Right ro rule his Wife, but 
who can thraſh her. To advance this 
Scheme are we told, that his Lordſhip's 
Account ext reſily deduced from Scripture 
is © A groundleſs Conceit. (t) The Anim- 
adverter asks his Lordſhip, How the De- 
vil could be ignorant of the Character of 
Jeſus when he tempred him? *Tis ſuf- 
ficient to anſwer, that either the Devil 
muſt be thus ignorant, or knowing hir 4. 
201% and all- boly, attempt to draw him to 
Sin. And ſurely the former Caſe is much 
more probable. It does not appear that 
Chriſt had yet wrought any Miracle to 
try him: eſpecially as he knew that ma- 
ny falſe Chriſts rofe about theſe Times. 
However the Dr. obſerves, that it hap- 
pens unluckily for © the Biſbob that the 
Evangeliſts confute his Os inion, by expreſs- 
ly affirming, that the Devils acknowledg- 
ed Feſus to be the Christ.“ (u) But is it 
not more unlucky for the Animadverter 
that all theſe Inſtances are inferior in 


point of Tine and therefore not pertinent. 


| | The: 
. 188, (#) p. 193, 194- 
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ix The only p'aufib'e Thing offered in Op- 
| poſition to the Biſhop, is, that there had 
been one A tteſtation of Chriſt's Meſſiah 
ſhip by a Voice from Heaven () but ſince 
Tis 7offib'e that the Deyitmight-be at too 
great a Diſtance to hear it, and this Temp- 


tation ſeems to imply as much, no Ob: 
3 can hence be raiſec. 


His Lordſhip juſtly obſerves, that the | 
beine of the Woman's Seed bruiſing 


the Serpent's Head, will not be Ac come + 
'PL1SHED, ultimately, perfectly fullfilled | 
till the Day of Judgment. Hereupon the 


Dr. harangues (x) * The Benefit of the Pro- 
Pbecy evaporates. --- Strange Comfort to 
an Inhabitant of this Mer d, which cou d 


not be FELT or UNDERSTOOD fi thelor 4 


ztſe'f ſhou'd be no more. ls it not in a 
great Mea ſure FELT, and may be intirely 
UNDERSTOOD. Is it no Comfort to Mankind 
to be certain amid all their Temptations 
and Sufferings, that a Savior is born P. 


That he has lived and died for them: - 
That he is ri/en and aſcended ro Hea- 
. | ven 


(») Mark i. 11. (50 p, 195.196. 


ern 
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1 
ven: That he is their Advocate? Is it 
no Comfort that we are (y) not more 
aſſured of our own Exiſtence, then we 
may be of eternal inconcei eable Happi- 
neſs, if we recieve Chriſt's eaſy Yoke and 
light Burthen? Is it no Comfort to be 
animated by the Examples and Prayers of 
our Btethren who are gone to receive their 
Crowns? Is it no Comfort that Chriſt has 
ſent HE Comforter? Is it no Comfort 
But why ſay I more? Does not he who 
denies us to have comfort becauſe we are 
militant, deny the Evidence of the Goſ- 
pel aſſerted by any Argument whatever? 
He appeals to the Day of Judgment, 
« which [alone] can determine the real 
Character not only of t his but of ALL other 
pretended Prophecies, Inſpirations, and 
Revelations of the Wil of God, whic" now 
chiefly occupy the Attention, and CONSTI- 
TUTE tbe Religion of all the Nations up- 
on Earth. * What Prophecies but 

thoſe 


0 Sce hy ere of Chriſtianity, Sc. Edit" 3a 
p. 197 


haves 


thoſe which the Evangeliſts, &c. expreſſ- 
ly.appliedco Chriſt what Inſpiration but 
that of the Prop he s aud Apoſtles.— What 
Revelation of Gods Will but that of the 
Old and New Teſtament chtefly confli» | 
flute, or conſtitute the Religion in the 
reformed} Cburcbes: None- Are theſe 
then PRETENDED? Are we to neg- 
le Chriſtianity and ſtick to natural Re- 
ligion? So the Animadverter propoſes. (a 

He appeals to the laſt Day. Heaven 
* that in that ſo'emn Day he who de- 
> nies ws Co fort now, may ſor ic, toge- 
ther with 50%, 


| 4: ES 
Eaſt-Newton, _ and your moſt fincere 
Feb. 3 1.750. and bumble Servant, 


' THOMAS COMBER, A, 


W 
- The following Note 675 4, 8. 


paflage. beyond Compariſon the beſi, in our ihuſſrioi s 
Friend, he Author of the Divine Legation, as follows: 

"If #b*) will not hear Mos Es and the Prophets, whoſe Au- 
tharity rhe; ackaowledge. and whoſe Miſiins were confirmed. | 
6:70 MANY aud WELL-ATTESTED Miracles, neither 
will they regard a new one of 152. Re, arrectiog of 4 dead 

Wan” Gn 993451); 


7 — 


*The Dr. might have ſeen a Paraphraſe on this 


